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PREFACE 


My connection -with the Gandhi Murder Case 
and the evidence I gave before the Special Court 
at Delhi brought me many memorable experiences 
I was unable to put all I wanted before the Court 
There I had to answer only what I was asked 
There was no time or opportunity to explain 
things When I returned from Delhi, after giving 
my evidence, several friends and my students 
urged me to put my experiences down in book 
form. I had no other means of self-expression 
and sol readily agreed to their proposal 

I am fully aware that truth is often bitter, 
and It may be fraught with grave consequences 
to the teller But I am urged by a deep sense of 
truth and justice, and I feel that I must place my 
experiences before my countrymen so that they 
may see and judge everything for themselves, 
and think out how to solve the numerous 
problems with which our cointry is so vitally 
concerned today 

After going through these pages the readers 
can imagine the difficulties a common man has 
to encounter in doing his duly as a citizen of 
“Free India”. lam confident that mj country- 
men will appreciate this bumble effort 

In the end, I must thank my daughter 
Chakresh for helping me in preparing this work. 



I must also express my gratitude to Shri Baijnath’ 
Smgh * Vmod *, the editor of Janwani, Banates, 
who introduced me to Shri Ramayan Rai and Shri 
Satish Kumar Srivastava, the proprietors of Jagaratt 
Sahitya Mandir, Banares. I ready appreciate 
the courage of the proprietors who undertook 
the publication of this book when many other 
publishers refused to print it. 


! Jagdishchandra Jain 



AN APOLOGY 

The present book is the English edition of 
Dr Jain’s well-known pen- work. After the publi- 
cation of the Hindi Edition and Mr. Banerjee, 
Counsel for accused Madanlal’s submission to the 
East Punjab High Court as to why contempt of 
Coutt proceedings should not be taken against 
Dr Jain for having written the book in Hindi 
the demand for the book in English from non- 
Hindi speaking provinces and foreign countries 
arose 

It was our utmost effort to present the 
English book to out readers at the earliest 
opportunity but owing to many difficulties we 
could not be ready with the book within the 
intended time We regret this inability very 
much 

We have striven our best to make the book 
appear in as beautiful a form as possible It has 
been our endeavour to see that no printing 
mistakes occur, still if any printing lapses persist 
we solicit the apology of our readers. 

Jagran Sahitya Mandir, ram ay an RAI 

Kamacha, Banares. General Manager 

Publication Department 
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JANUARY 30, 1948 

January 30, Friday evening, I was on my way 
home from a call in the town. Groups of people 
everywhere with awed faces, talking in whispers. 
Many hurrying a.ong as if clearing away silently 
from an unknown danger. As I gained my house, 
a little girl said to me, “Gandhiji <s dead.’' I 
looked at her and said incredulously, “ What ate 
you talking^ Are you crazy But the little 
girl repeated, "No, no, everybody is talking about 
it ” 

Soon another child came up with thesime 
story An indescribable feeling crept over me as 
I connected what these chilaren said with the awed 
groups and hurrying people I had seen on the 
streets Could it be true ? I tried to verify A 
neighbour confirmed the terrible news, ‘‘Gandhiji 
has been shot dead. This was heard over the 
radio . . ” 

Gandhi)! has been shot dead > Could I believe 
my ears ? 

I felt my head reel, and it must have been many 
minutes before I resumed control of my mind. 
In a flash I saw the whole thmg at first as a num- 
ber of pictures focussed on the same screen in a 
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bewildenng confusion. My mind was befogged. 
Then slowly, as logical thought became possible, 
the confusion cleared and the stern leality began 
to unfold itself, terrible, unbelievable almost May 
be the associates of Madanlal had done the foul 
deed Had the conspiracy succeeded ^ 

But I had informed the Bombay Government. 
I had given them a warning and entreated them to 
take all precautions. I had already told the whole 
plan of the conspiracy to the Premier and the 
Home Minister of Bombay. And had I not offered 
my services to unearth the whole satanic ploc^ 
Had I not offered to go to Delhi, if need be, to 
help discover the conspirators ? Had I not told 
them about Madanlal and all that he had told me? 
Had I not warned them that there was a plot afoot 
to kill Gandhiji ^ 

I recalled to mind the evening of January 21, 
when full of confidence in the efficiency of the 
Bombay Government, I had waited on the mmis- 
ters. 1 lived again through those wearisome 
minutes of waiting at the Secretariat before I was 
received by the Hon’ble Premier. 

The 1942 National Movement had been 
crushed by the Bombay Police within ten days. 
But the same Police, which prides itself as the best 
in the East, could do nothing to protect Gandhiji I 
All my efforts gone waste ' All my endeavours 
proved fruitless * All my hopes dashed to the 
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ground * The conspirators had had their way! 
The Father of the Nation had fallen > 

I could hardly think further My heart was 
crushed under an avalanche of feelings A moun- 
tain of grief weighed my head down. Sorrow, 
disappointment, vexation swayed me by turns A 
feelmg of utter helplessness possessed me For a 
moment a somnolence that was more mental than 
physical overpowered and I lay in a stupor Then 
suddenly I awoke with a start to resume my 
thoughts 

Gandhi)! had been shot dead > Such a big 
Government, such an efficient police, such a 
mighty army could do nothing > 

Over the air came the voices of Pandit Nehru 
and Sardar Patel But what they offered was 
cold comfort measured beside the magnitude of 
the disaster that had befallen the nation The 
same thought occurred in my mind with painful 
msistence. Why need this have been ^ Could it 
not have been prevented ^ 

The most fateful day in India’s history was 
followed by the most blear day. It looked as if 
a blight had fallen over the country A still solem- 
mty hung in the air and even thus populous city 
of Bombay, ever seething with the turmoil and the 
fever of life, seemed to have stopped dead to stare 
mto vacancy, benumbed with an aching sense of 
the irreparable disaster Never before was such a 





complete hartal obseived in this city. Every man, 
woman and even child was oppressed with grief. 
Did I say “ Every No, here and there, as it 
became known later, sweets were distributed to 
celebrate the event * 
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MADANLAL 

Madanlal, one of the associates cf the conspira- 
tors, was introduced to me in October 1947, when 
he approached me for a job 

Madanlal was a refugee from the Punjab He 
was about twenty-two years old, fair-complexioned, 
well-built, tall, and long-faced Having no work 
to do, he was tired of staying idle in the refugee 
camp at Chembur 

On the evening of October 26, when he 
came to see me, I was talking to some friends. 
Introducing him to them, I said “ Here is a 
refugee from the Punjab He has saved the hves 
of many people there and as a result he has cat 
one of his fingures He Vants a job.” 

Madanlal said that practically everyday he 
paid a visit to the Employment Exchange of the 
city, but he was told that there was no vacancy 
Now he has decided to work as a peon in some 
olfice On this occasion, my friend Mr Angad 
Singh (prosecution witness) was also present He 
suggested that instead of serving as a peon, it 
would be better if he could sell vegetables, 
, which were very cheap at Bassein and he could 
sell them at Bombay approved of Mr Angad 
Singh’s suggestion I told Madanlal that as he 
was an educated person, he should not take up 
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the job of a peon. If he hked to prosecute his 
studies further, I could try to get him admitted in 
my college. Madanlal said that he had no money 
to do business. I enquired whether he was inte- 
rested in selling books, which would not require 
any money. Madanlal replied that he would take 
up that work most willingly. I told him that I 
could get books for him from Publishers on a 
discount of ^57o. Madanlal enquired if I could 
let him have some books at once, as he would 
start the work from that very day. Then he 
asked me to write his name and address — Madanlal, 
162, Chembur Camp. 

Next morning, when I returned from my daily 
walk, I found Madanlal seated at my house. I 
asked him what made him come so early He re- 
plied that he had sold the books which 1 had given 
him the previous day to a second class passenger 
of a local train Seeing that he was a refugee, 
the passenger had handed over a 10 rupee note 
to him. Out of that amount he paid me for my 
books. 

This was my first impression of Madanlal. 
For about ten days, Madanlal did good business 
and he must have sold books worth about Rs 200. 
During these days he used to visit me almost every 
night and cleared my accounts. 

Sometimes while I was having my supper, I 
would ask him to join me. He would narrate 
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to me his daily experiences, such as the number of 
books he had sold, the places he had visited, the 
presents he had received from the pubhc, and so 
on. 

During these visits, I could mahe a close study 
of Madanlal. He was a simple, intelligent and 
hard-working boy of an impulsive temperament, 
lefdy for any kind of adventnie Although he 
was a refugee, his mind was free from communal 
bias Gradually, he told me everything about 
himself like a child, as that he had bought a pair 
of trousers, that some Punjabi gentleman had pro- 
mised to get him a job, that he had had a quarrel 
with some one, that in the Chembur Camp he was 
regarded as the leader of refugees, that he had 
distributed blankets etc , amongst them I had 
not much time, yet I used to listen to him and 
when necessary, I would offer him advice 

He narrated to me his experiences at Lahore, 
how on a motor-cycle he had saved many college 
girls from the clutches of hooligans, how he 
himself had once fallen into their trap, and how 
under the military escort he had ultimately suc- 
ceeded in reaching Delhi He said that in Lahore 
Hindu women were being molested and that the 
same thing was happening to Muslim women in 
Ferozepur He narrated the heart-rending story 
of Ferozepur, which is so fresh in my memory 
that even now it makes me shudder. 
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One day, I told him that, whatever money he 
had earned by selling books, a part of it he could 
deposit somewhere, so that it might be useful to 
him in future. Thereupon he deposited nearly 
Rs. 60 with me. 

The Divali festival was approaching. He 
asked me if I would advise him to do business in 
crackers I replied that, if it was profitable, he 
could do It He bought some crackers etc , and 
sold them from house to house 

Aftei sometime, Madanlal began selling star- 
tionery , even then he used to visit me sometimes 

One day, he told me that he wanted to go to 
Ahmednagar, as he could purchase some sweet- 
limes there and sell them in Bombay I told him 
that he may decide for himself lest he should incur 
any loss. He went to Ahmednagar and he also 
took some of my books for sale. 

When he returned from Ahmednagar, he told 
me that he had suffered a loss. 

He Visited me again after some days, and 
wished to go to Ahmednagar once more. I asked 
what was the use of going again since the last 
time he had made no profit He replied that this- 
time he was sure to earn some money. 

From Ahmednagar, Madanlal wrote to me one 
or two letters saying that on account of some 
work, he had been detained there and as soon as 
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he leturned to Bombay, he would see me and aiso 
cleat my account 

Next time Madanlal came to see me in 
Janunry, 1948 One morning, when Madanlal 
visited me, I found that a change had come over 
him He had a muffler thrown round his neck 
and had a cane in his hand, which he swished as 
he talked to me There were signs of carelessness 
on his face and of arrogance in his eyes. I had 
never seen him in this state before I enquired 
why he had come after so long a time and how he 
was getting on He replied that he was getting 
along well and that his business in Ahmednagar 
was flourishing 

Along with Madanlal there was another 
middle-agedman, well-built, sallow-complexioned, 
having small, peculiar eyes, which did not create a 
good impression on me Madanlal said that be 
was a ‘ beth ’ from Ahmednagar who had helped 
him Then Madanlal told me that he owned two 
fruit shops at Ahmednagar and that this business 
was quite profitable 

After about five minutes, Madanlal left But 
leaving his ‘ Seth ’ on the road, he returned and 
told me that the fruit shops did cot belong to him 
but to the ‘Seth’ He only looked after them. 
To satisfy his needs he could take any amount of 
money from the shops Madanlal further added 
that they had turned out all the Muslim fruit sellers 


9 



from Ahmednagar and so they had the monopoly 
of the fruit business now. 

I observed that Madanlal wanted to talk more, 
but, as his ‘ Seth ’ was waiting on the road, he 
wished me good-night saying that he would come 
some other time. 

After two or three days, Madanlal agam came 
to my house. It was after- noon and I was not at 
home My wife enquired whether he had got any 
pb. Madanlal replied, Yes, I have got a nice 
30b. I get sufficient money, and I am respected 
by the people. Thousands of volunteers are 
working under me and the police are under my in- 
fluence But I have no peace of mind, and some- 
times I feel restless I feel as if I have been 
deprived of my freedom. People talk to me in 
different ways and praise me. Many a time, I feel 
that I should leave Ahmednagar and come back 
to Bombay, but here there is no work to do’\ My 
wife said to him, “ Why do you mix with such 
people, you should mind your own business. Why 
do’nt you come back to Bombay? You will be 
able to get some work here”. Then Madanlal 
said, “You must have seen my name in the papers. 
In a meeting at Ahmednagar, when Rao Saheb 
Patwardhan began delivering his speech about 
Hmdu-Muslim unity, I got up and abusing him 
held him by his neck. I will show you the papers 
in which this news has appeared’*. My wife 
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said, “ Why do you do such things ^ Why do you 
•waste your energy hke this 

I was returning from my college when Madanlal 
met me on the road. He said that he had been to 
my house and that he wanted to talk to me. 

After reaching home, Madanlal talked to me 
on general topics I was feeling tired, and so I 
asked him to come some other time 

It was about 8pm I was talking to Mr. 
Angad Singh when 1 saw Madanlal coming with 
some newspapers in his hand He said that his 
name had appeared in those papers, and that in a 
meeting of refugees at Ahmednagar. he had pre- 
vented Rao Saheb Patvardhan from speak- 
ing, who had been talking of Hindu-Muslim 
unity Madanlal had held him by his neck and 
whipped out a knife to stab him After this, the 
police had appeared on the scene and thrown away 
the knife fcom his hand Praising his deeds, he 
added that the police were on his side I chided 
him for such activities and said that these news- 
papers must be reaching the Government of 
Bombay and they could put him under arrest 

Hearing the talks of Madanlal, Mr Angad 
Singh asked him if he was put up by anyone to do 
such awful things He advised him to stop such 
activities and carry on with the business of books 
Then Mr. Angad Singh left my house 

Now, Madanlal got an opportunity as if 
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to pour out his heart He started by telling 
ine that the ‘ Seth’, who had come with him, 
the other day, was one Karkare He owned 
two hotels and some fruit shops at Ahmednagar. 

Although, I am serving him, he sees to all my 
comforts We have formed a party at Ahmed- 
nagar We have collected a lot of arms and 
ammunitions which we have dumped in )ungles^ 
r^rkare is financing the party There is a warrant 
of arrest against him, but the police are with us 
and do nothing in the matter” 

Madanlal went on, “ Recently I tried to 
dynamite the house of a rich Muslim, but some 
police-men happened to come in time and before 
tbe fuse could catch fire, it was removed. After 
hearing of these exploits of mine. Barrister Savar- 
kar was much impressed by my deeds He sent 
for me and had a talk with me for about two- 
hours. Savarkar patted me on the back and 
asked me to carry on” 

Madanlal went on talking He told me that 
there was another big dump of arms in Bombay, 
which was guarded by a Maharashtrian, disguised 
as a Sikh He had been led to that place blmdfol- 
ded 

Then he revealed that there was a plot to kill 
some big leader On being asked about the name 
of the leader, Madanlal replied that he had not 
been told the name as yet I pressed him saying 
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that he must be knowing the name Aladanlal 
lepeated that the name had not been disclosed to 
him, and that within a couple of days he had to give 
his final decision about joining the conspiracy At 
first, he refused to give out the name but after 
great persuasion and in low voice he uttered the 
name of Gandhi] i. 

I was horrified I could hardly believe that 
anybody could think of killing Mahatma Gandhi. 
Concealing my feelings, I enquired the names of 
the other members of his party He replied that 
there were other young men with him, and that he 
had been entrusted with the work of throwing a 
bomb at the prayer-meeting of Mahatma Gandhi. 
As a result of this, a confusion would be created 
at the meeting, and at this time his associates 
would attack Gandhiji He also disclosed that 
the activities of Mahatma Gandhi were reported 
to them by a Maharashtrian lady, who was a 
member of his entourage 

I now saw before me a young man, who 
was misguided and fooled Possibly because he 
was a poor refugee, some one had enticed him 
with money. May be, somebody had given him 
false hopes and promises But today he was 
revealing his heart frankly to a person whom he ; 
considered his well-wisher, in whom he had faith 
and whom he looked upon as his father. 

With great restraint I questioned him as to why 
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lie wanted to 1 ill fiindhiji and commit such u 
heinous crime, specpll) v lien he was olpcrtini: a 
P’sc ^ Gandhiji had ''Iwivs founjlu for the freedom 
of the* countn, ''nd achieved independence Fie 
was preaching IIindu-Nlu-hni unit) <o that born 
the communities coidd live in pc'^cc I told 
Midanbl, “You Ipvc been telling me voursch* 
'’bout the 'Jid plight of \v omen in Lahore and 
Fero/xpur G-^ndhiii rs tlpt people chouki 
not fight amonf' ihemscKcs othervv re we shah 
lose the freedom tlrt ins bcc*^ achcived after hard 
struggle ” J went on to sav that >fah'’rm'’)i w.-s 
an international figure, '’nd it was mostiv due .o 
him that India had '’cquirc cl '’n intcrnmon'’! 'tatu-. 
It was bevond corx’prehcnsion that "nvbodv 
should thin’: of taking '’wav the life of Gardhgi 

iMadanLl v as listening to me ver^ attcntiv'ely 

I took him to the sea-shore for a wait: wuh 
the idea of finding out the details of the consplracv 
and dis<?uading him from such criminal and anti- 
national act I thought tirt perhaps by winning 
his confidence, I might be able to dirccrt him 
along the right path. 

At first, I had a general talk with him. Then I 
asked him to come back to Bomboy where he 
might get some job I continued, “If you mis with 
such corrupt, anti-national people, you will repent 
afterwards, because they will lead you astray. If 
whatever you had told me, it istrue, remember that 
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you will have to undergo untold sufferings all 
your life This ’Seth’ will get you involved in 
some conspiracy.” I reasoned that the ‘Seth’ had 
not turned out the Muslim traders from .Ahmed- 
nagar simply because he had any love for the- 
Hindus In that case he should have given those 
shops to some poor people But he himself was 
making money out of them, and a very small 
amount was spent on him (Madanlal) Perhaps 
he did not realise that the ‘Seth’ was taking 
advantage of his weakness Now if he sought 
my advice, he must give up the company of 
his associates At least, he could postpone his 
decision of joining them in the conspiracy. He 
must realise that I was giving him this advice for 
his own benefit, and if he did not follow what I 
said, his life would be ruined 

It M as late at night, Madanlal said that, as 
Karkare had an eye on him, he must hurry 
home. 

I was rather disturbed in mind This young 
boy, goaded by others, might commit some act 
of violence, Moreover, he had seen Savarkar and 
had obtained his blessings ! 

After returning home, I talked to my wife 
She also was of the opinion that, as he was a poor 
refugee, somebody must have enticed him, other- 
wise who could dare to kill Gandhiji ^ 

When I met Mr Angad Singh, 1 told him that. 
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“Where to”^ 

“Delhi ” 

“For what 

“ I have got some work ” 

I asked him to sit down But he replied that 
he was m a hurry, he bad to rush to the station 
to catch his tram. I told him that he should bear 
m mind what I had told him Madanlal replied, 
“ All right, I Will see you again after my return 
from Delhi ” 

I was worried He tells me that he is going 
to Delhi Why is he going there? Might he not 
do some mischief? But at the same time did he 
not say H regard you as my father ? If I do 
not obey you, I will be doomed ? ’ 
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STRUGGLE 

On January 18 I was invited to the annual 
function of the Hindi Association of the Podar 
Commerce College which was being held at the 
St Xavier’s College Hall in Bombay. Babu 
Jayaprakash Narayan was the guest of honour 
and he delivered the mam speech. He said, 
‘‘ Delhi IS in a turmoil today. Even Mculana 
Abul Kalam A^ad is not free to move about there. 
Ja order to annihilate communalism, Mahatma 
Gandhi is risking his life (Mahatma Gandhi was 
fasting at this time . It is our foremost duty to 
eradicate the virus of communalism . . . . ” 

When Syt Jayaprakash Narayan had finished 
his speech and he was about to leave the Hall, 
I was reminded of Madanlal and the talks be had 
had with me. 1 thought that since Jayaprakashji 
was leaving for Delhi, I might tell him about 
Madanlal and all that he had said to me. I 
vaguelv thought that Madanlal might do some 
mischief at Delhi and Babu Jayaprakash Narayan 
would be able to inform the authorities there. 

I followed Syt Jayaprakash Narayan when he 
came out of the Hall, and enquired if he could 
spare sometime He replied that he was very busy# 
I told him that there was some important work 
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and I would not delay him for long. He wanted 
to know the reason of my meeting him 
I hesitated to speak in the presence of a crowd. 
I thought I would give him just an inkling of 
what I had to say so that it might at least arouse 
his curiosity I said, “ Probably a conspiracy has 
been formed in Delhi ” He enquired excitedly, 
“ What conspiracy ^ Which conspiracy I said 
that It could not be told publicly. Then he 
asked me to see him the next morning at his 
residence But I was very busy the next day as I 
had to take my child to the Hospital, and so I was 
unable to contact him Later, I learnt that he 
had already left for Delhi 

It was January 21 When I took up the 
morning newspaper, my eyes suddenly fell on a 
news on the first page ‘One Madanlal, a refugee 
from Bombay, had thrown a bomb at the prayer- 
meeting of Mahatma Gandhi. After the explosion, 
people ran helter skelter, but Gandhiji asked them 
to sit quietly as he continued his speech Madan- 
lal had been arrested, but his associates had escaped 
in a cat ’ 

When I read this news, I was stunned. 
Madanlal had therefore, told me the truth J I 
must act/ quickly to prevent further mischief 

I was still sitting with the newspaper in my 
hand, when I saw Mr. Angad Singh comming to 
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me m haste You were right”, he said. “Now 
there is no time to waste. We must contact the 
authorities”. 

> By chance, at that time Sardar Vallabhbhai 
Patel, the Home Minister of the Government of 
India, happened to be in Bombay We tiled to 
contact him at the residence of his son, Mr. 
Dihyabhai Patel. But we were told that he had 
]ust left for the aerodrome at Santa Cru/. There 
were only hfteen minutes left for the plane 
to start, and so it was not possible to reach the 
aerodrome. 

We decided to contact Mr. S K Patil, the 
President of the Bombay Provincial Congress 
Committee But we learnt that he had accompa- 
nied Sardar Patel 

Then we decided to inform Mr B G Kher, 
the Premier of the Government of Bombay I 
contacted him on the phone stating that I would 
like to give some important information regard- 
ing the bomb explosion reported in the papers, 
Mr. Kher asked me to see him at 4 pm. at the 
Secretariat 

Mr Angad Singh had some work in the court 
and so I had to go alone to see Mr Kher. I 
reached the Secretariat at the appointed time 
The office peon told me that Saheb was very 
busy and there was no chance of meeting him. 
Then I had to see the private secretary to the 
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Premier, aad at last at o p m. I was called m by 
Mr Kher 

I narrated everything to the Premier, whatever 
I knew about Madanlal, whatever relations he had 
had with me, and whatever he had told me. Just ^ 
then Mr Morat)i Desai, the Home Minister of 
the Government of Bombay, came in from the 
adjacent room I told the ministers that people 
were unden the impression that the explosion was 
the work of some mad refugee But this was 
absolutely false There appeared to be a big cons- 
piracy behind this bomb explosion. Therefore, 
all necessary precautions should be immediately 
taken to safeguard the life of Gandhiji Madanlal 
had told me that they had formed a party, which 
was financed by one Karkare from Ahmednagar. 
Madanlal had visited me along with him and 
he (Madanlal) had had a talk for two hours with 
Savarkar The latter had praised him for his 
exploits at Ahmednagar and had encouraged him 
to carry on his activities Madanlal had told 
me that he would throw a bomb at the prayer- 
meeting of Gandhi) 1 which would create panic 
Taking advantage of this, his associates would 
attack Gandhi)! In spite of the assurances given 
to me by Madanlal, it seems that they were 
carrying on with this diabolical conspiracy. So 
we should congratulate ourselves that Gandhiji 
has been saved and the culprit has been put under 
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arrest But it is possible that his associates might 
come again, therefore, all necessary precautions 
should be taken If they (the Ministers and the 
Government) thought that my going to Delhi 
■would be helpful, I told the ministers to send 
’me to Delhi and put me in contact with Madanlal 
so that I might be able to get some more informa- 
tion from him. 

Mr. B. G. Kher had to attend a meeting of 
refugees, and so he left me alone with the Home 
Minister. Mr. Morarji Desai told me that there 
was a warrant of arrest against Karkare I said 
that Madanlal had told me about it. Mr Morarji 
Desai remarked that the ministers had also 
received various threats. However, as he was 
leaving for Ahmedabad on a tour that night, he 
would convey the information I had given to hitn 
to Sardar Patel there. He also told me that, if 
I had given the information a little earlier, he 
would have got the conspirators arrested before 
they could reach Delhi I replied that I was very 
sorry for not coming to him earlier, I had 
not taken Madanlal seriously, because I had 
thought that Madanlal was talking in this 
way as many refugees were doing at the time. 
Everywhere one could hear the refugees abusing 
Gandhi] 1 and the Congress openly. Secondly, 
I had tried to dissuade Madanlal and he had 
promised to follow my advice. I could not 
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believe that any man could really make an attempt 
to kill Gandhi]! But I feel that at least now we 
should take the warning and leave no loopholes 
anywhere Once again I repeated that if he (the 
Home Minister) thought that some purpose would 
be served by sending me to Delhi, I was ready 
to go Lastly, I gave my address and telephone 
number to the Home Minister so that he could 
call me any time he needed my services 

After giving all this information to the Premier 
and the Home Minister of the Government of 
Bombay, I was much relieved I was fully confi- 
dent that now the Government would throw all 
its strength for rounding up the conspirators and 
everything possible would be done to protect and 
safeguard the life of Mahatmaji 

As days passed, my conviction grew that the 
Government must have taken all measures for 
Gandhiji’s safety. But nobody knew that the 
Father of the Nation was to breathe his last 
soon 


On January 30, Friday evening, the dreaded 
came to be. The hand of the assassin had got 
Gandhiji and shot him dead as per their dastardly 
plan I! 
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THREATENED WITH ARREST 

Next moLnmg, I decided that I must see the 
Home Minister of Bombay, Mr Morarji Desai. 
Perhaps he could tell me how" it all happened. 
Possibly inspite of his best efforts, he had not 
been able to arrest the conspirators Why ? 
Then, they must still be at large and who knows 
what they might do next. 

I tang up Mr Motatji Desai, but I was told 
that I could not see him before February 4, 
1948. I was greatly disappointed at the delay. 
Perhaps he was grief- stricken and would like to 
avoid visitors. 

I rang up the Premier, Mr., B. G. Kher. I 
was told he was leaving for Delhi to join the 
funeral ceremony of Gandhiji He asked me to 
see Mr. Morarji Desai. 

A friend of mine, however, fixed up an ap- 
pointment with Mr. Desai through some influence 
When v/e reached Mr Desafs bungalow, his 
secretary was enclosing a letter in an envelope 
addressed to me I told Mr Morarji Desai that 
I had rang him up He replied that he had not 
recognised my voice on the phone and that he 
had received a call from Mr. Kher, who had 
mentioned my name to him. 
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I replied that it did not matter much, as I had 
presented myself in person I said, “ It seems 
that the conspirators have not yet been rounded 
up and It IS very essential to know their 
whereabouts They might create further mischief 
Under these circumstances, if you think that my 
going to Delhi would be of any use, I am 
prepared to leave immediately It is just possible 
that with the help of the police the plot might be 
uncovered” Mr Morarji replied, “You are 
right T shall write a letter to Shankar, secretary 
of Sardar Patel, and some police officer might 
be sent along with you ” 

^ t 

At night I received a call from Mr Desai 
When I saw him the next day, he said that he 
had not been able to speak to me fredy on the 
previous day, as I w^as accompanied by another 
person I replied that I had been obliged to 
bring him along because it was he who had 
arranged the interview with you 

The Home Minister said that Mr Nagacwala, 
the Deputy Commissioner of Special Branch C I D , 
Bombay, wanted to see me He gave me a note 
for Mr Nagarwala and asked me to see him 
After a little while, Mr Nagarwala came to 
Mr Desai’s bungalow He told me that he 
had learnt in Poona that I knew quite a lot in 
this matter i, 



I felt vexed. How much better would it have 
been if these guardians of law and order had con- 
tacted me earlier • I had already offered my ser- 
vices to the Government of Bombay to unearth 
the conspiracy. But, on the other hand, it looked 
as if Mr Nagarwala was not even now aware of 
what had transpired between me and the Hon’able 
Ministers of Bombay. 

Mr. Nagarwala said something to the effect 
that they ithe police or was it the Government?) 
were feeling very much ashamed, that they had 
not been able to prevent the crime, and that they 
would do their best at the postmortem investiga- 
tions, etc. 

At this stage I had to struggle hard to keep 
down my irritation, for I felt more and more 
convinced that it was through sheer carelessness 
that things had come to such a pass. * 

I simply said, “ I am pleased to know that 
you are earnest about the investigations I promise 
to help you in all possible ways and I have also 
talked to your Home Minister about this’’. Then 
I narrated to him whatever I had told the Hon’ able 
Ministers on January 21. 

Mr Nagarwala then said, “ Well, what do you 
say about our putting you under arrest ?” I asked 
him, “ Why do you want to arrest me ? I do not 
exactly understand. Do you want to arrest me 
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in connection with some crime or to help you 
in the investigations?” Not replying, directly 
Mr Nagarwala said, “ But we are afraid that if 
we do so, people might attack and rob your 
house” 

I knew that I was talking to a high police 
officer, who gazed at me attentively perhaps to 
read my thoughts Looking straight into his 
face, I replied, “ Why should you worry about 
that ? Was it for this reason that you wanted to 
see me ^ Be careful, Mr Nagarwala, you must 
think twice before you act” 

Then, Mr Nagarwala noted down my name 
and address m his private diary saying that he 
would see me some other time Then, he stood 
to attention and giving me a military salute, sent 
me home in a taxi 


I was much worried The talk of the Deputy 
Commissioner made me more thoughtful Instead 
of taking my assistance in tracing the enemies 
of the nation, he was talking something quite 
different. 

A couple of days passed. On February 4, 
1918 I rang up the Premier, Mr B G Kher, 
and said that I was feeling very depressed and 
would like to see him His reply was rather 
cold “ What can be done now ^ We 
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not present at Delhi, we had conveyed your 
message to the authorities in Delhi, what else 
could we do ? If you wish to talk, you can 
come and see me.” 

I was thinking on my way — a Premier says 
that, even though he was informed before hand, 
he could do nothing 

When I arrived, Mr Kher was in his bath 
As soon as he came out, he began saying, It 
was the will of God Somebody might come and 
kill me as well ” For sometime he started pre- 
aching the philosophy of Gita He suggested 
me to read a book on morality written by an 
English author I was rather disgusted that we 
were not talking anything useful. I said ‘verv 
politely, This is all right, but you should suggest 
something practical 

Mr Kher replied, “Look, you are a professor 
in a college If you prepare a batch of twenty 
students who are ready to follow the principles of 
Gandhi)! and propogate his ideas, it will be a matter 
of great satisfaction ” 

I had no wish to prolong this tvpe of conver- 
sation. So, changing the topic, I said, Your 
Deputy Commissioner was saying something about 
arresting me ” 

He replied, “ What can we do in this matter ^ 
He will do whatever he thinks proper. After all 
the police do things in their own way. ” 
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I asked, “ But what have you to say tegardmg 
the information I had given you before hand ? ” 

He replied, *‘We do not know much about you 
Possibly you might have been connected with the 
conspirators, and when you realised that you could 
not hold the secret any longer you came and in- 
formed us 

I felt quite indignant, but keeping myself 
under control, I said quietly, “Then I trusted you 
in vain 

Mr Kher replied, “No, we shall see that you 
ate not harrassed But nothing more can be said, 
as the police ate free to do whatever they like ” 

I jasked, “ Well, I would like to know whether 
you have not been negligent in this matter ^ ” 
Mr. Kher replied, “You tell us yourself u hat we 
■could do Gandhiji did not like that the persons 
attending his prayer-meeting should be searched 
Under such circumstances, anybody could attend 
his prayer-meeting Besides, we were not present 
at Delhi so that we could make arrangements of 
police etc It would have been quite different if 
something had occurred in Bombay We had 
passed on the information given by you to Sardar 
Vallabhbhai Patel I had personally talked to 
Gandhiji about you ” 

I replied, “ It was useless talking to Gandhip 
He would have never asked for any protection. 
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But I thmk, if you could have sent me to 
Delhi the day I told you about the conspiracy, 
and put me in touch with Madanlal, may be, the 
whole conspiracy would have been revealed, and 
we would not have had to face this calamity I had 
already told you that I was ready to undertake this 
task. As a matter of fact, I was riskmg my life by 
giving you information about the conspiracy. 
Because I had decided that, if my life was lost, 
while trying to protect Gandhiji, it would have 
been a matter of pride 

The Premier had no reply to this, because from 
January 21 to the evening of January 30, no one 
from the police or the Government had come to 
see me, and probably the ministers whom I had 
given this information had forgotten all that I had 
told them. However, Mr Kher said, “Yes, you 
are right. Perhaps we are guilty and may be 
Gandhi] 1 could have been saved. ” 

I had taken enough time of Mr. Kher. As I 
was just about to leave his bungalow, the Home 
Minister^ Mr. Morarji Desai, walked m. As soon 
as Mr. Khet saw him, he looked at me and said, 
“ See, here he comes. Whatever you want to 
know, you can ask him now. And in the same 
breath he said to Mr Desai, “This gentleman is 
charging us with negligence.’^ 
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As soon as Mr. Morarji Desai heard this, he 
lost his temper and m a loud and threatening 
voice of authority shouted at me, “You are one 
of the conspirators, I can have you locked up, you 
have been helping Madanlal ” 

Hearing the shouting of Mr Desai, the relatives 
of Mr Kher, his servants, his peon, his chauffeur, 
gardner, havaldar and the others assembled 
around, while the Home Minister continued 
shouting at me without a break 

For a moment I felt I sould shout back with 
all the vigour at my command, saying, “It is 
you who are guilty and not I You should have 
shown more regard for Gandhiji, whose follower 
you profess to be ” But I do not know why I 
was silent Where from had I mustered so much 
patience ^ 

I was surprised to see that the Premier, 
who, a little while ago, had owned his mistake, 
was hectoring me in chorus with Mr Morarji 
Desai “ Now you see ”, he said, “ You should 
feel sorry for what you said to me just now” 

Had I deserved this scolding because I had 
tried to save the life of the Father of the Nation ^ 
I had approached the ministers to tell them vhat 
I knew about the conspiracy and this was the 
result 1 
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As soon as Mr. Morarji Desai had stopped, 
I spoke some Vv hat as follows — 

“ Do you want to shut my mouth ^ You 
want to frighten me with your threats ? Do you 
want to crush the voice of truth ? Perhaps you 
do not know that I have been to )ail in the 
service of my country. I have undergone quite 
a lot of suffering for the sake of my motherland. 
Now you are m power, and, if you think this 
should be the reward for my honesty and truth- 
fulness, you can imprison me. After all Gandhiji 
dedicated his life for the service of his country 
men, and, making an attempt to save his life, 
if I have to suffer threats and humiliations and 
•even jail at your hands I do not mind You 
need not even send your police to my house, 
as I have presented myself before you You 
can order your havaldar, who is guarding your 
bungalow, to put me under arrest But remember 
that you cannot crush truth I will make the 
world know and repeat a thousand times that 
•vou ace guilty. I have every right to say so, 
and you cannot seize this right from me. 
You are the servants of the people, who have 
placed you in this position. Having confidence 
in you, I had approached you so that you 
may save Bapu It was a great misfortune 
that you could not save him. But in return, 
you want to blame me saying that I also 
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tiad a hand m the murder Is it proper for a 
xespoasible pecson like you to talk in this manner 

^ If Gandhi]! was invisibly present at this inter- 

tW’ 1 " at the behaviour of 

those who call themselves his followers. 

““’='3 down.’ He said, 
it 1 had taken you for a conspirator, I would 
have got you arrested long ago, but this is not 
the case As a matter of fact, it is a retort for 
what you have said When the police of DelhJ 
tried to blame my police, we told them that 
whatever information we got from you fProf 
Jam) on January 21, we had conveyed it to the 
authorities m Delhi, so it was not our fault ” 

I replied that I had understood that thetr nom- 
wanted a s^capegoat to shake off the blaLe T 
would not be surprised if it should be myself ^ 

to return home. My heart 
bun|°alow Tnl tS? foTSc Tam 

wngiog in my ears. ^ 
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, What would the people say^ ‘"Ah, you 
'wanted to save Bapu • Had we not told you that 
it was not wise to see these authorities often ^ At 
present these people are not what they were in the 
past but they are holding high posts. After all, 
you got a scolding! But let the people wag their 
tongues at will Being a citizen, was it not my duty 
to enquire of the ministers as to what had been 
done about my infocmation ? And if my informa- 
tion had been properly utilised, why could they 
not save Bapu ? 

On August 15, 1947 Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru 
had said in his speech that since they had achieved 
independence, every Indian should regard himself 
as a monarch (for this speech of his I had sent- a 
note of congratulations to Pandit) i) He had also 
said that the Government were the servants of the 
people and they would try their utmost to relieve 
them of their suflFerings. But here was an attempt 
being made to murder truth and to lay blame 
on others. 

For a moment I glanced over — my past life 

When I was a student I used to study the 
writings of Gandhi) i with great interest I had to 
resign from a High School in Ajmer for wearing a 
Gandhi cap Being involved in the National Move- 
ment of 1930 I had given up my college studies.. 
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I was shocked at the arrest of Gandhiji and that 
day, for the first time, an intense feeling of patrio- 
tism had moved me. I had taken part in the Na- 
tional Movement of 1942 and had undergone the 
sufiFerings of jail life After reading the appeal 
issued by Maulana Abul Kalam Azad in the year 
1947 that m western U P the Hindu-Muslim 
riots must be stopped, I had sent my name to his 
secretary. Prof Humayun Kabir, with the idea of 
working in the affected areas and to propogate the 
feelings of unity and peace among the people 
When the refugees from the Punjab and Sind used 
to abuse Gandhiji and the Congress openly, I tried 
my utmost to exterminate the feelings of com- 
munalism from their minds I have tried to do 
the same in my speeches, lectures and writings 
Yet, the ministers of the Government of Bombay 
dared to hint that 1 also had a hand in the 
plot to murder Gandhiji, and that when I could 
not hold the secret any longer, I had passed on 
the information to them ' But it only showed 
that this was an attempt to conceal their own 
guilt 

Travelling from the Government bungalow, 
engrossed in these thoughts, I took a bus, hardly 
knowing where I was going I went almost 
mechanically to the Ruia College where I saw 
a huge crowd of students, who had assembled 
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for a condolence meeting and I was asked to 
make a speech. Somehow I stood up and said 
a number of things against the communal-minded 
people and their supporters, I also made a strong 
appeal to the students to get rid of the virus of 
communalism 

I was unable to put my mind to anything 
serious. I had a feeling of despondency and I 
was thinking a^ to whom should I speak about 
my humiliation and ill-treatment at the hands of 
the ministers ^ But keeping quiet over the matter 
was not going to help me. If the police shut my 
mouth by putting me into prison, the reality 
would remain hidden, and the authorities would 
act as they pleased. 

I was considering whether I should write about 
the whole matter to Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru. But 
will that help me ? Will he believe me ? First 
of all, I was not sure whether the letter would 
reach him. In case it reached him, would he 
have the time to go through it and verify the 
truth ? If not, then, why should I not go and 
see him personally at Delhi ? But how shall I be 
able to see him ? Even in case I get an opportu- 
nity, it is difficult to say whether he would 
believe my story. Supposing I get an introductory 
letter from some leader? But who would be 
prepared to give such a letter ^ 
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I was perplexed and could not decide as to 
how I should act further ^ How could I safeguard 
the truth and make it known to the people ^ 

On February 17, 1948 a C I D officer stepped 
into my house I thought he might have come 
with a warrent of arrest On being asked the 
officer replied that he had come to take down 
my statement I told him that I had given 
my oral statement to Mr B G Kher and Mr 
Morarji Desai on January 2 1 The police officer 
replied that he wanted a written statement adding 
that a case for murder of Gandhiji would be 
put up in the Court and that I would be required 
to give my evidence 

I got my statement recorded with full deta- 
ils But when it came to recording the names of 
Mr Kher and Mr Desai, the officer hesitated 
to take them down I objected to this saying 
that m that case I would refuse to give any state- 
ment The police officer replied that if he took 
down their names, his bosses might be implicated 
in the plot However, after great persuasion, 
I succeeded in getting him to write ” High 
authorities ” instead of “ The ministers of Bom- 
bay. ” 

After some days I was produced before the 
Chief Presidency Magistrate for my solemn 
statement to be recorded. As required by law,, 
my statement was briefly recoided with my caste. 
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sub-caste, religion, etc I bad already given my 
detailed statement before the police with the 
exception of the names of the IPremier and the 
Home Minister. So after mentioning a few 
important events, I stated these two names. 

I was thinkmg whether I should also mention 
anything about the treatment meted out to me by 
Mr. Morarji Desai But I thought that it might 
be ignored and treated as irrelevant. Secondly, I 
thought that at this juncture the chief aim should 
be to get the culprits to book and the rest could 
be mentioned at a later stage. 

After two or three days, I had to appear for 
the identification of the culprits Others who had 
come there for this perpose included taxi drivers, 
hotel servants, hotel managers, religious heads 
and proprietors of factories Some had helped the 
culprits with money, some by arms and ammuni- 
tions and some had given them shelter. 

At about this time the Government issued an 
ordmance prohibiting any writing about Gandhiji’s 
murder. And, so even though I wanted to, I was 
unable to publish anything about the matter 
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INTERVIEW WITH PANDIT NEHRU 

I had given all the information that I had 
got concerning the murder of Mahatma Gandhi to 
the Government of Bombay on January 21 But 
even after the assassination of Mahatma Gandhi 
the police did not deem it necessary to contact 
me till February 17, when my statement was 
recorded 

About this time I learnt that towards the end 
of April, 1948 Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru was 
likely to come to Bombay to attend the meeting 
of the All India Congress Commttee I decided 
that I would try to see him and narrate the whole 
story. But I knew that it was no easy matter 
to gain access to the Prime Minister 

So I prepared a long letter to hand over 
personally to Panditji I mentioned in this letter 
how Madanlal told me about the conspiracy, how 
I had conveyed this information ten days before 
the assassination of Gandhiji to the ministers of 
the Government of Bombay, and how they had 
treated me when I visited them again After 
writing the letter, when I rang up the secretary 
of Panditji, 1 ’was told that the Prime Minister 
was very liusy. 
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I met some leaders of the Uaited Provinces, 
who had come to Bombay on the occasion of 
All India Congress Committee meeting. At last 
with their assistance, I succeeded in approaching 
one of the secretaries of Panditji. He expressed his 
helplessness saying that Panditji had no time, yet 
he would see if something could be done. 

I was asked to be present at the Government 
House, and a note of admission was given to me. 

I was admitted and I was asked to see the C. I 
D. officer in charge. He was an acquaintance of 
mine, and he asked me how had I happened 
to come there I replied that I wanted to see 
Panditji. But the officer told me that my 
name was not mentioned in the list of the 
visitors. I replied jokingly that if it was not 
mentioned, he might add it now But the officer 
said that it was not possible. 

At that time a Bishop had also come to see the 
Prime Minister A chain and a cross made of 
solid gold hung round his neck. He had a con- 
. siderable height and he spoke English with a fine 
accent. The Bishop enquired my purpose^ of 
coming there, and whether Panditji had given 
me an appointment. I replied that I was taking 
a chance and if I was able to meet him so much 
the better, otherwise I would return. 

I enquired whether he had made an appoint- 
ment. The Bishop replied that on the occasion 


40 



of some dinner, he had fixed up the time^ 
Moreover, he wanted to see the Prime Minister 
concerning his community, and he had no per- 
sonal interest 

After a little while the Prime Minister arrived. 
The Bishop got up and shook hands with him 
I also got up and did the same mentioning my 
name Then Panditji went inside with the Bishop. 

After about 20 minutes, when Panditp came 
out, I told him that I would like to talk to him 
He remarked, “ You come without making an 
appointment ” I replied, "But I have some im- 
portant work I shall not take much time ” 
With these words I produced my let»er 

Pandit) 1 started reading 

28, Shivaji Park, 
Bombay 28 
20 4-’43 


To 

Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru, 

My Dear Panditji, 

It is with deep regret and overwhelming 
sorrow that I bring to your kind notice certain 
events that took place before aud after the 
assassination of Mahatma Gandhi, whose life 
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I tried to save by my ioteriew with the Hoa*able 
Mr. B. G. Kher and Hon’able Mr. Morarji 
Desai, the Premier and the Home Minister of the 
Government of Bombay, respectively. As a 
matter of fact, I wanted to address this letter 
to you long back, but thinking whether it would 
reach you, and whether you would be able to 
«pare time to go through it, I abstained from 
posting It 

The events which I wanted to bring to your 
notice are as follows . — 

As soon as I read in the papers of Jan- 
uary 21, 1948 about the dastardly attack on 

Mahatma] fs life by one Madanlal, because of 
certain things I knew about Madanlal, I imme- 
diately tried to contact Sardar Vallabhbhai Patel 
who happened to be in Bombay at that time On 
being told that he had already left, I rang up 
Mr S K. Patil, President of the B. P C. C , bat 
I learned that he had gone to the aerodrome 
to see the Sardar off Then on telephone I con- 
tacted Mr B G Kher, the Premier of Bombay, 
and asked for an interview. I met the Premier 
and the Home Minister at 4 p m. the same day 
at the Secretariat and related to them the imme- 
diate past history of Madanlal with all details 
known to me. 

Madanlal was introduced to/me as a refugee 
from the Punjab who needed some employ- 
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ment In order to help him to earn a living, 
I gave him to sell some of my books on commis- 
sion basis for sometime. Later on, after 'a few 
days, when he met me, he said that he had 
opened a fruit shop in Ahmednagar, where he 
was getting on well One day, in the course 
of his conversation, he revealed that he was 
helped in Ahmednagar by one Karkare (who js 
today one of the mam accused in the case against 
Godse), he had tried to assault Rao Saheb 
Patwardhan m Ahmednagar while he was addres- 
sing a meeting preaching Hindu-Mushm unity , 
that he had tried to dynamite the house of a local 
rich Muslim, that there was a dump of arms in 
Ahmednagar, that the local police was communal- 
minded and hence there was no question of any 
action being taken against him and his colleagues 
(some of these items of news had appeared in 
the Marathi papers also, wnich were shown to 
me by Madanlal). 

Madanlal said that after hearing about his 
* adventures ’ m Ahmednagar, Veer Savarkar of 
the Hindu Mahasabha had sent for him and patted 
him on his back for his anti-Muslim activities 
in Ahmednagar. He also revealed that there was 
a conspiracy to murder Mahatma Gandhi, and that 
the information regarding the movements of 
Gandhiji, was conveyed to him and his party by a 
Afaharashtrian lady who was a member of 
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Gandhi] I’s entourage. He also gave me informa- 
tion about another big dump of arms in Bombajr 
guarded by a Maharashtrian disguised as a Sikh. 

When Madanlal talked to me about the above 
conspiracy, I remonstrated with him and con- 
demned the diabolical idea in the strongest terms 
and warned him to remove even the thought 
of such a heinous crime from his mind fl 
also tried to rouse nobler instincts in him and 
advised him to devote his time to some construc- 
tive and peaceful work At that time Madanlal 
actually promised me to disassociate himself with 
all communal activities and said that because of 
tne help I had given to him in his hour of 
greatest distress, he regarded me as his father 
and would never do anything against my wishes. 

Otherwise also, as of late, it has become a 
habit with the refugees and other anti-social 
people to talk of communal violence and crime, 
hence, in reality, I could not even dream that 
there could be some truth in the mischievous 
intentions of Madanlal 

But the bomb attempt by Madanlal on Mahat- 
maji’s life at Delhi gave an extremely rude shock 
to me. I hastened to inform the Premier and ‘ the 
Home Minister of the Bombay Government,, 
whatever I knew about this matter as a result 
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of my talk with Madanlal I tried to bring to 
their notice that the bomb explosion at Delhi 
should not be treated lightly or cursorily as a mere 
attempt of creating chaos at the prayer-meetmg , 

It appeared to be a cruel and deliberate attempt 
on the part of some of the members of the 
Hindu community to remove Mahatmaji from 
our midst I reported to the ministers the 
conversation in full details I had with Madanlal 
and tried to impress upon them what now I had 
begun to feel that the act of throwing a bomb on 
Mahatmaji was not the work of a mad man , 
It appeared to be a concerted effort of the 
Hindu Mahasabha and the R S S to murder him 
with the help of some hired dare-devils from 
amongst the aggrieved refugees I urged upon 
the ministers that it was absolutely necessary to 
take the strictest and the most immediate safety 
measures to save Mahatmaji’s life I also 
offered my services to help the Government in all 
possible ways. I told them that I was willing to 
fly to Delhi if necessary and meet Madanlal for 
the purpose of unearthmg the satanic conspiracy. 
I also mentioned several other names and the 
information about the dump of arms in Bombay 
which had been given to me by Madanlal 

After hearing my story, the ministers as- 
sured me that all necessary precautions will be 
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taken to safeguard Mahatmaji’s life and that 
Sardar Pate), the Home Minister of the Central . 
Government, would be immediately informed 

I do not know what happened afterwards, nor 
did I hear anything from the n misters 

Suddenly, on January 30, 1948 the news of 
Gandhijfs assassination struck the country like 
lightning. It IS now useless to describe the 
feelings of shame, sorrow and remorse with which 
I was filled like the rest of my countrymen. 

However, I, again contacted Mr Kher and 
Mr. Desa' and told them how grieved I was, when 
nothing could he done inspire of my giving the 
information. If proper measures had been taken, 
peihaps the great catastrophe could be averted 
and the life of the Father of our Nation could be 
saved When I finished saying these things, Mr. 
Kher agreed with me and said, “Yes, perhaps we 
are guilty, and probably Gaodhiji’s life could have 
been saved if we had acted more appropriately”. 

Just then, Mr. Morarji Desai happened to 
come there Kher Saheb told him what I had 
said, and to my utmost surprise, without exchang- 
ing a word with me, he started shouting at the 
top of. his voice and threatened me by saying, 
“You are one of the conspirators You have 
helped Madanlal and that is why you did not 
inform us before hand, and now you have the. 
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audacity to blame us You should he put under 
arrest ” I was shocked to see Mr. B G Kher 
also joining the Home Minister in charging me 
of having a part in the crimmal conspiracy to 
murder Mahatmaji I do not know whether the 
ministers were serious in their charges, or 
whether they were only threatening me to shut 
my mouth I must confess that it was the rudest 
shock they could give me. I, however, tried 
my best to keep cool and simply said that if this 
was the reward I should get for my attempt to 
save the life of the Father of the Nation, I was 
prepared to undergo any pumshment they would 
give me I protested that jail could not terrify me, 
as I had Been in jail in the Movement of 1942. 
Hence if they wanted to imprison me they could 
get me arrested then and there They would not 
have to bother even to send the police, as I had 
presented myself before them But, I further told 
them that I never expected such an attitude or 
behaviour from responsible political and Govern- 
ment leaders of their eminence Afterwards the 
Home Minister cooled down and said that he did 
not want to get me arrested as he knew that I 
was innocent If he wanted to '’end me to jail he 
could have done it earlier, and it was very 
wrong on my part even to suggest that the 
Government had not done everything possible to 
protect Gandhiji’s life 
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I left the matter there, only reminding the 
Minister (Mr Desai) about the dumps of atms and 
ammunitions about which I had previously 
intimated to him and which to my knowledge, 
had not been unearthed. I also reminded him 
of the names I had given to him in my first and 
subsequent interviews 

Now I have heard from the police that I am 
to be produced in the court on behalf of the 
'Crown Needless to say, I readily agreed and 
my statement have already been recorded with all 
details by the police and the Chief Presidency 
Magistrate of Bombay. The Pesidency Magistrate 
took It down my full statement, which the police 
'refused to do and I expect that it would be of 
some help in bringing the guilty persons to book. 

Now, the question arises as to why I have 
written this long letter to you and encroached 
’Upon your precious time ^ 

Firstly, 1 want to bring to your notice all the 
-above facts because even now I am unable to get 
over my feelings that the Ministers of the Gov- 
ernment Bombay did not actproperly and that if 
they had done so with urgency and earnestness 
which the cause demanded, may be, the life of 
Mahatma)! could be saved. 

Secondly, I feel — and I do not think it 
will be unknown to the Provmcial or Central 
'Governments — that the R. S. S. and the Hindu 
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Mahasabhaites are reviving their activities. This 
news has appeared in the daily press Now, there 
are vague and sinister rumours and threats on their 
parts to make attempts on your life and on the 
lives of the progressive national leaders I do not 
think that such devilish plans, and even actions 
can be beyond these anti-national elements 

Hence, impelled by a sense of duty, and the 
great loss which our country h is already suffered, 
I am taking the liberty to address this personal 
letter to you and hope that not only would it be 
taken m the same light, but would also receive 
due consideration. 

Once again I pledge my services to you and 
to the cause of uprooting the enemies of the 
people 

I shall anxiously expect to heat from you and 
I hope you will spare a few minutes and send me a 
word 10 reply, which would satisfy me. 

With kindest regards, 

I remain. 

Yours smeerely, 

(Sd^ J. C. Jam, 

M. A,Ph D 

(Professor of Ardhmagadhi and Hindi, 
Ramnarain Ruia College, Bombay 19;. 
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As Paoditji was going towards his car, he 
was reading my letter I was happy because my 
efforts had not been fruitless and I had not to 
return disappointed. I was sure that the Prime 
Minister would do the needful in the matter. 

Reading my name at the end of the letter. 
Panditjt asfcd me whether I was the same person. 
I replied in the affirmative Then 1 left him. 



TRIAL OPENS AT DELHI 

The Gandhi Murder Trial commenced on May 
27, 1948 in the Red Fort, Delhi, and charge- 
sheets were given to the accused on June 22, 
1948 

The Judge read the charge-sheet as follows. — ■ 

Re Mahatma Gandhi Murder Case 

Rex Vs. Nathuram V Godse and eight others 
I, Atma Charan ICS, Judge, Special Court, Red 
Fort, Delhi, hereby charge you Nathuram V. 
Godse (37), Narayan D Apte (24), Vishnu R. 
Kackate(37,, Madanlal K Pahwa (20), Shankar 
Kistayya 20;, Gopal V Godse (27), Vinayak D.^ 
Savarkar (65), and Dattatraya S Parchure (49) as 
follows — 

Fitsdy, that you Nathuram Godse, Narayan D. 
Apte, Vishnu R. Katkare, Madanlal K Pahwa, 
Shankar Kistayya, Gopal V Godse, Vinayak D. 
Savatkat and Dattatraya S Parchure, 

Between December 1, 1947 and January 30, 
19i8 at Poona, Bombay, Delhi and other places 
agreed and conspired among and between your- 
selves and Digambar R Badge, who has been 
tendered a pardon, Gangadhar S Dandwate, 
Gangadhat Jadhav and Suryadev Sharma, who 
along with others are absconding, to do or cause 
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to be done an illegal act viz., to commit the 
mutder of Mohandas Katamchand Gandhi, more 
popularly known as ‘Mahatma Gandhf and that 
the same act viz., the murder of ‘Mahatma 
Gandhi’ was done in pursuance of the said 
agreement and conspiracy at Delhi on January 
30, 1948 and thereby committed an offence under 
Section 120-B of the Indian Penal Code lead with 
Section 302 of the Indian Penal Code and within 
the cognizance of the Court. 

Secondly, that in pursuance of the said agree 
ment and conspiracy between January 10, 1948 
and January 20, 1948 you Nathuram V Godse, 
Narayan D Apte, Vishnu R. Karkare, Madanlal 
K. Pahwa, Shankar Kistayya and Gopal V. Godse, 
along with Digambar D Badge, 

A (1) Transported without a licence to Delhi 
arms and ammunitions viz , two revolvers with 
cartridges, in contravention of the provisions of 
Section 10 of the Indian Arms Act and thereby 
committed an offence punishable under Section 19 
(1) of the Indian Arms Act and within the cogni- 
zance of the Court ; 

(2) Abetted each other in commission of the 
above offence and thereby committed an offence 
punishable under Section 19 (D) of the Indian 
Arms Act read with Sections 109 and 114 of the 
Indian Penal Code, and within the cognizance of 
the Court; 
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B (1) At Delhi, had without a licence in your 
possession and under your control arms and 
ammunitions viz , two revolvers with cartridges, 
in contravention of the provisions of Sections 14 
and 15 of the Indian Arms Act and thereby 
committed an offence punishable under Section 
19 (F) of the Indian Arms Act and within the 
cognizance of the Court ; 

(2; At Delhi, abetted each other in the 
commission of the above offence and thereby 
committed an offence punishable under Section 19^ 
(F) of the Indian Arms Act read with Section 114 
of the Indian Penal Code and within the cogmzance 
of (he Court. 

Thirdly, that in pursuance of the said agreement 
and conspiracy between January 10, 1948 and 
January 20, 1948 at Delhi, you Natburam V 
Godse, Narayan D Apce, Vishnu R Karkare, 
Madanlal K. Pahwa, Shankar Kistayya and Gopal 
V. Godse along with Digambar D. Badge, 

A (1) Had in your possession and under your 
control explosive substances viz , two gun-cotton 
slabs and five h indgrenades, with detonators and 
wicks, with intent to endanger life by means 
thereof or to enable any other person to endanger 
life by means thereof and thereby committed an 
offence punishable under Section 4 (B) of the 
Explosive Substances Act and within the cogni- 
zance of the Court , 
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(2) Abetted each other in the commission of 
the above offence and thereby committed an 
offence punishable under Section 4 (B) of the 
Explosive Substances Act read with Section 6 of 
the Act and within the cognizance of the Court , 

B (1) Had in your possession and under your 
control explosive substances viz , two gun-cotton 
slabs and five handgrenades with detonators and 
wicks, under such circumstances as to give rise to 
a resonable suspicion that you did not have them 
in your possession or under your control for a 
lawful object and thereby committed an offence 
punishable under Section 5 of the Explosive 
Substances Act and within the cognizance of the 
Court ; 

(2) Abetted each other in the commission of 
the above offence and thereby committed an 
offence punishable under Section 5 of the Explosive 
Substances Act read with Section 6 of the Act 
withm the cognizance of the Court. 

Fourthly, that in pursuance of the said agree- 
ment and conspiracy on January 20, 1948 at the 
Birla House, Delhi, you 

A (1) Madanlal K. Pahwa unlawfully and 
maliciously caused an explosive substance viz , a 
guncotton slab, to explode, which explosion was 
of a nature likely to endanger life and to cause 
serious injury to property, and thereby committed 
an offence punishable under Seciton 3 of the 
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Explosive Substances Act and within the cogni- 
zance of the Court , 

(2) Nathuram V. Godse, Narayan D Apte, 
Vishnu R Karkate, Shankar Kistayya and Gopal 
V« Godse, along with Digambar D Badge abetted 
Madanlal K Pahwa in the commission of the 
above offence, and thereby committed an offence 
punishable under Section 3 of the Explosive 
Substances Act read with Section 6 of the Act 
and within the cognizance of the court 

Fifthly, that in pursuance of the said agreement 
and conspiracy on January 20, 1948 at the Birla 
House, Delhi, you Nathuram V Godse, Narayan 
D. Apte, Vishnu R Karkare, Madanlal K Pahwa, 
Shankar Kistayya, Gopal V Godse and Vinayak 
D Savarkar, along with Digambar D. Badge 
abetted each other in the comission of an offence 
viz , to commit the murder of ‘ Mahatma Gandhi ’ 
which offence is punishable with death or trans- 
portation for life and which offence was not 
committed in consequence of the abetment and 
thereby committed an offence punishable under 
Section 115 of the Indian Penal Code with Section 
302 of the Indian Penal Code and within the 
cognizance of the Court. 

Sixthly, that in pursuance of the said agreement 
and conspiracy between January 28, 1948 and 
January 30, 1948 you 
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A (1) Nathuram V. Godse and Natayan D. 
Apte biought without a licence from Gwalior to 
Delhi arms and ammunitions viz , automatic pistol 
No. 606824 with cattridges, in contravention of 
the provisions of Section 6 of the Indian Arms 
Act and thereby committed an offence punishable 
under Section 19 (C) of the Indian Arms Act and 
within the cognizance of the Court ; 

(2) Nathuram V. Godse, Narayan D. Apte and 
Dattatraya S. Parchure abetted each other in the 
commission of the above offence and thereby 
committed an offence punishable under Section 19 
(C) of the Indian Arms Act read with Section 114 
of the Indian Penal Code and within the cognizance 
of the Court ; 

B (1) Nathuram V. Godse at Delhi had m 
your possession and under your control arms and 
ammunitions, viz., automatic pistol No. 606824 
with cartridges, in contravention of Sections 14 and 
15 of the Indian Arms Act and thereby committed 
an offence punishable under Section 19 (F; of the 
Indian Arms Act and within the cognizance of 
the Court ; 

(2) Narayan D. Apte and Vishnu R. Katkare 
at Delhi abetted each other in the commission of 
the above offence and thereby committed an offence 
punishable under Section 19 (F) of the Indian 
Arms Act read with Section 114 of the Indian 
Penal Code and within the cognizance of the Court. 
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Seventhly, that in pursuance of the said agree- 
ment and conspiracy on January 30, 1948 at Birla 
House, Delhi, you 

{!' Nathuram V Godse did commit murder by 
intentionally and knowingly causing the death of 
' \[ahatma Gandhi* and thereby committed an 
ofience punishable under Section 302 of the Indian 
Penal Code and within the cogniaance of the 
Court , 

(2) Narayan D Apte and Vishnu R Karkare 
abetted Nathuram V Godse in the commission 
of the above offence, which offence was com- 
mitted in your presence, and thereby committed 
an offence punishable under Section 302 of the 
Indian Penal Code read with Section 114 of the 
Indian Penal Code and within the cognizance of 
the Court ; 

(3) Madanlal K Pahwa, Shankar Kistayya, 
Gopal V Godse, Vinayak D Savarkar and Datta- 
traya S Parchure, along with Digambar D Badge 
abetted Nathuram V Godse in the commission of 
the above offence and thereby committed an 
offence punishable under Section -’02 of the Indian 
Penal Code read with Secuon 109 of the Indian 
Penal Code and within the cognizance of the 
Court 



Thea, the Chief Prosecution Counsel^ Mr. C. K. 
Daphtary, stated that the fourth accused, Madan- 
lal, met Prof Jain (a professor of a college in 
Matunga) on about January 12. He gave Prof. 
Jam some inkling of the purpose for which he 
was about to go to Delhi, but the professor did 
not take it seriously Naturally no one would 
Prof. Jam also tried to dissuade Madanlal m a 
general way and pointed out the foolishness of 
any such thing as he might proceed to do. Prof. 
Jam would be brought before the court for 
evidence in this connection. 

Mr. Daphtarv also revealed that Madanlal went 
to one Mrs. Modak and informed her that he was 
on the verge of leaving for Delhi for some purpose 
and he hinted to her that she might look for 
something big to happen there 

When the above statement of Mr. Daphtary 
was published m the papers, my friends asked me 
why, I did not inform the authorities if I knew of 
the plot ten days before I told them that I had 
informed the ministers of the Government of 
Bombay but this has not been reported m the 
statement of the Prosecution Counsel. 

The result of this incomplete statement of 
Mr. Daphtary was that two or three persons 
began to keep a regular watch on my house and 
tried to harass me m various ways. I was very 
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inuch purturbed, and I wrote to the Home 
Minister of the Government of Bombay and 
the Commissioner of Police But, as I did not 
receive any reply from eihter of them, I personally 
met the latter I brought to the notice of the Com- 
missioner of Police that perhaps it may be the 
otftcome of the statement of Mr Daphtary in 
Delhi He assured me that he would make proper 
arrangements m the matter 

Soon I was to go to Delhi for my evidence 
By now, my book Samprad~ajavada (Communa- 
lism) was also completed It may be mentioned 
that after the assassination of Gandhiji, in order 
to divert my mind from restlessness, I had started 
writing this book which describes the harm 
communalism has done to our country, and how 
It has led to the assassination of the Father of th.-' 
•* Nation 

One day a C I D Officer told me that I 
would have to leave for Delhi the next day 
Accordingly I left Bombay on July 21 and reached 
Delhi on 23rd 

When I reached Delhi, I was told that Badge, 
the approver, was still giving his statement and so 
there was still time for my evidence Therefore, 
with the permission of the Prosecution Counsel, I 
left for my native place, Basera, in Muaaffarnatrar 
district (U r ). 
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I related to the people of my village the whole 
story. They were astonished to learn that, even 
though the Government were aware cf the cons- 
piracy ten days m advance, nothing effective had 
been done to save Gandhiji They remarked 
that it might have been true that Gandhiji had 
disapproved of the arrangements to search the 
people attending his prayer-meeting, yet the 
persons going to the Birla house could have been 
very well searched, and after the arrest of Madanlal, 
the police could have traced his associates. 



IN THE RED FORT 


As soon as we entered the Red Fort, on the 
left there were some constructions and further up, 
was a big building enclosed by wires There 
was a staircase to this building leading to the 
hall. Here in this hall, on the west, there was 
a platforra where the Judge was seated The 
Judge Mr Atmacharan, is quite a young man 
having a smiling face, keen sight and a quick 
grasping power To the left there was a witness- 
box opposite which, were seated the accused 
in the docks First Savarkar, then Godsc, 
Madanlal, Apte, and behind them, Kistai yya, 
Katkare, Gopil Godse, and Parchure, who were 
well-guarded by armed police. 

On the right side of the witness-box there 
were members of the Prosecution, Mr. C K. 
Daphtary, Mr. N K Petigara Mr J C Shah, 
and M G Vyavharkar. On the left side of the 
accused, were the Defence Counsel, amongst 
whom Mr Bhopatkar, Mr, Jamanadas Mehta, Mr. 
Oak, Mr. Inamdar, Mr klengle, Mr. Dange, Mr 
Banerjee and Mr Mehta were the chief Behind 
the Counsels there were several police officers, 
press reporters and a few visitors, 
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On Wednesday, August 5, 1948, 1 was to give 
my evidence. Later on, I learnt that Mr. Bhopat- 
kar, the Counsel for Savarkar, had submitted that 
the evidence of Prof. Jain was clearly hearsay 
evidence under Section 6U of the Indian Evidence 
Act and therefore, was inadmissible in law 
Further, as laid down in Queen vs Blake (1844) 
followed in Mirza Akbar vs Emperor (1940), 
evidence must be rejected on the principal that 
a mere statement made by one conspirator to a 
third party was not evidence for or against another ' 
conspirator. 

I was produced in the witness-box. At this 
time a court official approached me and uttered 
the following words, “ I swear by God that 
whatever I say will be the truth . . . . ” which I 
repeated. 

The examination of Mr C. K Daphtary Chief 
Prosecution Counsel, commenced My statement 
was recorded as follows . — 

I am a professor of Ardhamagadhi and Hindi 
in ^amnarain Ruia College, Bombay. I am an 
M.~ A. of the Banares Hindu University and a 
Ph. D of the Bombay University. I am the 
author of several books. 

I came to know the accused Madanlal some 
time in the second week of October, 1 948 One 
Mr. Gupta brought Madanlal to my house and 
introduced him as a refugee boy. Mr. Gupta also 
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asked me if I could help Madanlal I asked some 
of my friends if they could secure some job for 
Madanlal but it could not be done. Madanlal used 
to come to my house to enquire whether any 
arrangement had been made for him 

One day when Mr Angad Singh, a business 
man, in Bombay was present, Madanlal said that 
he was prepared even to do a peon’s work j4i 
Singh, however, asked Madanlal to do the business 
of selling vegetables, whereupon Madanlal said 
that he had no money I then asked Madanlal if 
he would like to sell my books, and if he agreed, 

I would ge books from my publishers and 
arrange to get 25% commission for him to which 
Madanlal agreed 

Madanlal started selling my books from October 
26 and continued to do so for about ten days 
Madanlal used to take books from my house and 
after selling them, used to make the payment He 
was very honest in his deahngs 

Just before Divali, Madanlal came to me and 
said that he could not get enough by selling 
books, and he was interested in selling crackers 
After a few days again, Madanlal came to me and 
satd that he would like to do business in fruits at 
Ahmednagar I then suggested to him that he 
could sell my books on his way. After two or 
three days, Madanlal brought one Mr. Sud with 
him and asked for one hundred copies each of 
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thiee of my publications but I gave them only 
thirty. 

Madanlal and Sud came to me again after 
about three weeks and said that they were able 
to sell books worth Rs. 40. They did not then 
make any payment and said that it would be 
made later 

About a week later, I received a telephone call 
from Madanlal saying that he was ill and he would 
clear up my dues later Madanlal thereafter came 
to see me in the second week of December, 1947. 
Madanlal told me that he was very sorry as Mr 
Sud had not paid up the money. He further told 
me that as he could not make any profit he 
intended to go again to Ahmednagar 

I did not see Madanlal for some time, but re- 
ceived two letters from him expressing regret for 
non-payment of my money. The address given by 
Madanlal was — Babu Madanlal, C/o Karkare Saheb, 
Deccan Guest House, Ahmednagar. 

I then saw him in the end of the first week of 
January, 1948 He came to my house with 
another gentleman, who was introduced to^ me 
as a Seth from Ahmednagar. , '' 

I reminded Madanlal about my dues' and be 
asked the Seth to arrange for the payment. 

Then both of them left the place, but immedia- 
tely Madanlal returned alone leaving the Seth on 



ttie road and told me that the fruit-stalls at 
Ahmednagat were owned by the Seth and he was 
only looking after them Madanlal further added 
that they had driven away all the Muslim traders 
and now they had a monopoly of trade. 

Madanlal went away saying that he would 
see me later After two or three days, he met me 
near tne Plaza Cinema and said that he had been 
to my house as he wanted to have a talk I then 
proceeded with him to my house and as I was 
very tired I asked him to come some other time 
Madanlal came at about 6 pm the same 
evening 

At this time Mr Angad Singh was also present 
Madanlal narrated his exploits at Ahmednagat 
and said that he was armed with a knife when he 
had assaulted Rao Saheb Patwardhan who was 
preaching Hindu -Muslim unity He also said that 
the police did nothing as they were "Hindu- 
minded”. 

He further said that he had formed All-India 
Corps to organise refugees and the Hindus at 
Ahmednagar Madanlal had brought some Marathi 
papers with him He asked me to go through 
those papers, as his work at Ahmednagar was 
praised m them JVladanlal said that they bad 
termed a party at Ahmednagar which was financed 
by Katkate and this patty was collecting arms and 
ammunitions Further, he told me that 
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Vir Savarkar of the Hindu Mahasabha had sent for 
him after hearing about his exploits, and had a 
talk with him for about two hours and in the end 
bad patted him and asked him to “carry on”. 

Then he said that his party was plotting 
against the life of some leader. WhenT asked him 
for the name, he was reluctant to give it out 
saying that he was not told about it. But when 
I insisted he mentioned the name of Mahatma 
Gandhi. 

I was horrified at this and said, “You must 
not do this act and behave like a foolish child.’* 
He told me that he had been entrusted with the 
work of throwing a bomb at prayer-meeting of 
Gandhiji and create choos Then in tbe confusion 
Gandhiji would be over-powered by the members 
of his party. I advised him saying, “ You are a 
refugee and although you have suffered a lot you 
must not behave in this manner”. ’ 

I had a long talk with him and I tried to 
dissuade him from what he intended to do. 
Then he left me saying that he would not do 
anything against my advice 

While leaving Madanlal told me that he was 
staying in the Hindu Mahasabha Office and had to 
hurry back as Karkare had an eye on him and 
he would not allow him to go alone. 

Madanlal then gave me Rs. 15 and said that 
the remaining dues would be paid by Sud. 
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I did not take Madanlal very serious! v ac 
was a refugee and refugees weL n th^habit 
abusing the Congress and Gandhiji openly 

After a day or two, Mr Anp-qH «nioo.u 
happened to visit me and I related to hi-n 
Madanlal had told me. He also adtserf no 
take such things seriously 

Madanlal came to my house again after a 
or two and I asked him if he had ^ ^ 

myadtoce Heiephed, -I am onder youToUmf 

tion and since you have helped me so m^ 
I regard you as my father, and if I do nZ f 
to you I will be doomed ” hsten 

tvio, he visited me again^ataboutS D m 

mo that he was going to Delh^ H 

some work and he w®ou d lee " '''*'* 8°' 
return me again on his 


There was a meeting held at St- Vo » 

College Hall addressed Krr c t ^^^^er^s 
Narayan This meetmo « ^ J^^^Pmkash 

Poda Colleg?.‘Mrn7 iTas^Scm '*’1 

I tried to contact Syt. TaraDrakF^h M 

tord ftonsinhl had 

.houtht^^L/r^^tht 

67 



to the authorities there. I could not give him 
the full details as he was surrounded by a crowd. 
I just managed to give him a hint of probability 
some conspiracy at Delhi. 

Babu Jayaprakash Narayan was to leave for 
Delhi Within two or three days and I intended 
to see him the ne^t day I, however, could not 
do so as I had to take my child to hospital. 

Then on January ^1 I read about the explo- 
sion at Gandhiji’s prayer-meeting, and the arrest 
of Madanlal Mr. Angad Singhcame to me on the 
morning of January 21 and we decided to contac- 
Sardar Patel immediately and to inform him ail 
about Madanlal But we could not contact him 
on the phone as he had already left for the aero- 
drome. I then tried to contact on the phone Mr. 
S. K. Patil, President of the Bombay Provincial 
-Congress Committee. But I was told that he had 
accompanied Sardar Patel. 

I then contacted Mr. B. G. Kher, Premier of 
Bombay. 

(Court “ Did you actually meet him^” 

I: «Yes, Sir.*') 

1 had an appointment with Mr. Kher in the 
Secretariat at 4 p. m. Mr. Morarji Desai, Home 
Minister of Bombay, was also present. I then 
narrated everything that I knew about Madanlal. 



I was cross-examined the next day (Thursdayy 
August 6 ) 

First, of all, Mr. Bhopatkar, the Counsel for 
Savarkar, got up He was about 65, with a long 
and wrinkled face and grey-hair He started 
cross-examining me 

“ Who IS the Principal of your college 
“ Did you talk to him about the conspiracy 
“ Are most of the professors of your college 
Maharashtrians “ How far is the college from 
your house ?” “ How far is Savarkar’s residence- 

from your housed” “Did you visit the place 
where Madanlal lived “When did yon come 
in contact with the police “ Why was there 
a difference between your statements given before 
the police and the Presidency Magistrate “ In 
what capacity did you want to unearth the cons- 
piracy “ Did you mention about the story to 
anyone before the explosion took place on January 
20 

Mr Bhopatkar was so slow in his examination 
that the Judge had to intervene him 


Mr Oak, the Counsel for Godse, refused to 
put me any question Then came the turn of 
Mr Mcngle, the Counsel for Apte He was quite 
young and he was a contrast to Bhopatkar in 
cross-examination 


69 



His questions weie as follows : — 

“ Do you recollect any outstanding event that 
^took place in Bombay about the end of the first 
week of January last?” ' 

“No” 

“ Do you recollect any outstanding event that 
happened in India at the end of the second week 
-of January ?” 

“ No, I am unable to do so. ” 

“ By ‘ end of the second week’ do you mean 
<the 13th or 14th of the month ?” 

“ By the end of the second week, I mean the 
^nd of the second week.” 

“ Who is the present Governor of Bombay 

“ I do not know exactly. It may be some 
Mahara) or something like it.” 

“ Do you know when did the present 
Governor of Bombay take charge of his office ?” 

(The Judge intervened at this stage and^ said 
to Mr Mengle, “How can you expect him to 
remember the date. Take for example the 
'Governor of my province, I will not be able to 
recall when she was appointed Governor). 

“ How long have you been a four-anna mem- 
ber of the Congress ?” 
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I have been a four-anna member of the 
Congress for a year or two I have not paid 
subscription for some time ” 

Mr, Mengle "In that case you must have 
been a member for some years ?” 

(Judge “ You are entering into argument”). 
Mr Mengle “ I am entitled to ask because it 
is important for me ” 

(Judge “You can put any number of 
questions in reply to another question”). 

" Were you detained in 1942 Movement as a 
congressman 

“ Yes ” 

However, Mr Mengle did not continue for 
long 


Mr.Dange, the Counsel for Karkare, was about 
45, stout in build and dark in complexion He 
asked me the following questions — 

" What IS your salary “ Have you got a 
radio “ Have you got a telephone ‘ What 
are the prices of your books ?” “ Have you not 

concocted the story regarding your asking Madan- 
lal if he had taken your advice in order to shield 
yourself from being involved in this case?*" 
" What places have you visited in Maharashtra 
" Since when are you acquainted with Angad 
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Singh?” you know Sardat Valiabhbhai 

Patel petsonaiiy ?” "Are you a socialist^” 
" Being a professor, can you give me a definition 
of a ‘ boy * 

(Judge * " That is difficult to say because 
sometime even eighty-year old men are also called 
boys, as in hotels and restaurants ” 

" What do you understand by the word Seth” ? 
“Is it not a social etiquette that when two persons 
were introduced to each other, the names of the 
persons introduced were mentioned ? ” " Did you 
tell Madanlal that you were a congressman 

Mr Dange also put me other questions 

“ Did you read in the third week of January 
that due to his fast Mahatma Gandhf s condition 
was serious ? ” 

“Yes. ” 

“ Did you as a congressman take any steps 
such as holdmg prayers to relieve his condition ?” 

(Judge : “ How could prayers relieve the con- 
dition?”) 

Mr. Dange : “ Prayers are effective because 
they are addressed to God who is omnipotent.” 

(Mr. Daphtary : “Sir, that is hearsay ”j. 

“ When you came out of the jail in 1943, was 
there any function arranged by the college stu- 
dents to congratulate you on your release?” 
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“ I do not remember if any such function was 
arranged by the college students ” 

“ Is It true that in this function the congress- 
minded students praised you and the Hindu 
Mahasabhai students spoke against you ? ” 

“ It IS not true ” 

Is It true that in this meeting a girl student 
spoke against you, and she lodged a complaint 
against you with the Principal of the college, and 
that the latter called for an explanation 

“ This IS all false I emphatically deny as there 
was no such function ever held in the college ” 

Next came the turn of Mr. Baner/ee, about 45 
in age, hefty in build and round faced. To pro- 
voke and unnerve the witnesses, he used to laugh 
scornfully, and was always ready to join Mr 
Mengle in opposition I had heard his satirical 
remark concerning my book entitled * Life in 
ancient India as depicted m the Jam canons.’ “Is 
It for puch type of works that the University of 
Bombay was spending money ?” 

It would not be out of place to say that for 
writing this book I was conferred the degree of 
Ph D by the University of Bombay in the year 
194:5. For its publication the University of 
Bombay gave some financial grant which was 
acknowledged by me in the preface to the book 
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Mf. Banerjee tried to provoke me in other 
ways. Once in his Bengali accent he addres- 
sed me as “ Jaugdeesh Prashad.” I reseated it and 
at this Mr. Banerjee laughed contemptuously. In 
the same way, when in answer to his questions, 
sometimes I said that I did not remember a 
certain thing, he remarked sarcastically as to how 
I remembered everything about the books sold 
by his cheat (Madanlal), 

Mr Banerjee put me various questions * — 

‘‘ While writing books on Jamism, have you 
ever compared the philosophy of non-violence of 
Jainism with that of Gandhiji ? ” “ NX' hat news- 
papers do you read ^ Have you ever been to 
Ahmednagar ? ” “ As Madanlal told you about his 
experiences in Pakistan, did you also tell him about 
your experiences of the “ Quit India ” Move- 
ment ^ ” “Do you know that Saidar Patefs speech 
about g’ving Rs. 55 crores to Pakistan created 
unrest among the refugees ? ” “ Why did you not 
help the girl named Pushpa in her removal from 
the custody of a Muslim to Shraddhanand Mahila 
Ashram ^ ” “ Did you not realise that if there was 
a conspiracy it was your duty to go to a police 
station and not to Mr. Jayaprakash Narayan ? ” 
“ How far is the police station from your house ? ” 
■“ Was the story that you gave to 'Mr Morarji 
Desai based on what you read m the “ Times of 
India ” on January 21 ? ” “ What is your income 
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from yout books^ ” “ Do you pay mcoiue tax to 
the Government ^ ” 

In bis cross-examination, Mr Banerjee tried 
to prove that his client had not seen me m the 
first week of January According to Mr Banerjee, 
on January 6 there was a lecture of Rao Saheb 
Patwardhan in Ahmednagar, when Madanlal was 
arrested after a scuffle and he received an injury 
in the neck and was removed to hospital 

(But I had already made this point clear to the 
court The fact was that in my statement I had 
never said that Madanlal had come to see me on 
January 6 In the court I was asked as to what 
I understood by the end of the first week, to 
which I had replied that the end of the first week 
may be 6tb or 7th of the month According 
to my statement Madanlal had visited me about 
the end of the first week of January, which 
may also mean the 8th or 9th of the month I 
had told the court as well as the police in ray 
statement that I did not remember the exact date 
of his visit After my evidence was over, I drew 
the attention of the learned Judge to this error 
while signing my statement See further the 
remark of the Judge in this connection) 

However, later on, Mr Banerjee asked me 
somewhat irrelevant questions, which were dis- 
allowed by the learned Judge For instance, Mr 
Banerjee asked me, “ If you realised that there 
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was a conspiracy, was it not yout duty to go to 
the police station instead of going to Mr. Morarii 
Desai ? 

( Judge : “ I think a lot of people will 
hesitate to go to the police headquarters about a 
conspiracy of this nature and why you yourself 
can imagine’^). 

However, my answer to this question was that 
it was not safe to repose faith in the police. 

Once Mr. Banetjee left his usual seat, consulted 
his client and continued his cross-examination. I 
remember that, when the learned Judge objected 
to this, Mr. Banerjee finished his examination for 
the day saying that he was not prepared and 
would continue the same next day. 

On Monday, August 9, the cross-examination 
was continued. After Mr Banerjee, came Mr. 
Inamdar, the Counsel for Gopal Godse and 
Parchure. He put me a few questions and that 
was the end of it. 

After my evidence, I got a chance to meet 
some ol the Government officers in Delhi. I 
was told that there was a dispute between the 
Bombay police and the Delhi police and both 
charged each other with negligence It was said 
that on January 20, after the bomb explosion 
in the prayer- meeting of Gandhi) i, some police 
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oflBcer of Delhi had left for Bombay to make in- 
vestigations, but for lack of co operation he had 
to return disappointed 

I also met Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru and re- 
minded him of my letter 
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THE EVIDENCE OF MR. MORARJI DESAI 

My statement had created a sensation in Bombay. 
After my return from Delhi, many people 
came to visit me, and many looked at me with 
curiosity. I saw members of the R. S. S assem- 
bled for their private meetings either at the maidan 
of the Shivaji Park (in front of my house), or on 
the terraces of buildings, pointing out towards 
me. 


The evidence of Mr. Angad Singh also had 
ended. I learnt that now Mr. Moratji Desai, the 
Home Minister of Bombay, was about to leave for 
Delhi for his evidence. 

At about this time the following news appeared 
in the Hindi Dainik Vishwamitra of Bombay, 
dated August 18, 1948. 

“ The Home Minister Mr. Morarji Desai will 
be going to Delhi in a few days, where he will 
give evidence before the Magistrate, Shti Atma- 
chatan, in Mahatma Gandhi Murder Case. On 
Tuesday there was a talk in the Secretariat that 
Prof. Jain of the Ruia College has implicated the 
Home Minister without any reason. A spokesman 
of the Bombay Government stated that lawfully 
it was improper for the Home Minister to give 
evidence at Delhi, nevertheless, Mr. Morarji Desai 
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would definitely go to Delhi with ? view to 
remove the misunderstanding of the people, 
Mr Desai has been served with summons” 

Thorugh a letter I drew the attention of 
Mr Atmacharan, the Special Judge to the above 
news I also wrote letters to Mr. C K Daphtary, 
Chief Prosecution Counsel, and Mr Morarji Desai 
I wrote to the Hon’ble Home Minister of Bombay 
that the news item was defamatory to him as well 
as to me, and that for a roan of my means it was 
not possible to proceed against the said newspaper, 
and so if he desired, he could take necessary steps 
After a few days I received a letter from the 
Personal Assistant to the Hon’ble Minister of 
Home and Revenue that since the Hon’ble 
Minister did not consider the reference contained 
in the said newspaper defamatory, he did not 
propose to take legal action against it. 

About this time Mr Morarii Desai reached 
Delhi and his statement was recorded by the 
Special Court as follows — 

“Prof Jain in the Ruia College had given 
me the information regarding the conspiracy 
to murder Mahatma Gandhi on January 21 On 
getting this information, I sent for the Oificcr-in- 
charge of intelligenco, Mr. Nagarwala He could 
not come immediately as he was busy elsewhere 
But the same night I was to go to Ahmedabad and 
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so I asked him to see me at the railway station. 
Mr. Nagarwala saw me at the station. I told 
him the whole story as narrated by Prof. Jain 
and asked him to take necessary action.” 

“I gave him three instructions. Firstly, I 
ordered him to arrest Karkare immediately, who 
was asked to be arrested ten or eleven days before 
in connection with another case, but could not be 
found out. b'econdly, I ordered Mr. Nagarwala 
to keep a clos« watch on Mr. Savatkar’s house 
and his movements, and thirdly, to find out as to 
who else were involved in this plot.” 

I reached Abmedabad on the morning of 
J anuary 22, where I met Sardar Vallabhbhai Patel, 
who had gone there the previous day. I told 
him and his secretary what I learnt from Prof 
Jain and the actions 1 had taken ” 

Answering questions put to him by Mr. C. K. 
Daphtary, Chief Prosecution Counsel, Mr. Desai 
said that when Mr Nagarwala, Chief of the Special 
Branch, Bombay Pohce, met him at the railway 
station as instructed, he did not tell Mr. Nagarwala 
as to who had given him the information about 
the alleged plot. 

“Prof. Jam” Mr. Desai added, “ told me that 
he would not like h^s name to be divulged having 
jregard to the locality in which he lived and the 
jpersons involved as otherwise bis life might be in 
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danger. Prof Jam also told us that he was 
prepared to give all the help he could m connec- 
tion with the investigation, if required”. 

“ Four or five days after the assassination of 
Mahatma Gandhi, Prof. Jain approached me and 
told me that he did not mind the danger to his 
lite and was prepared to help the police openly.” 

“ I then put him in contact with Mr Nagar- 
ivala I kept myself in touch with the investigation 
after January 21, m the Bombay Province ” 

Various questions were put to Mr Desai* — 

“ How many interviews did you have with 
Prof Jain^” 

“ 1 have met Prof Jam in all thrice between 
21-l-’48 and till I put him m contact with Mr 
Nagarwala The fiist interview took place at the 
Secretariat on 21-1 -’48, and the last two at my 
residence, one was about 31-l-’48, another about 
February 3 or 4, ’48.” 

“ Do you know how many mterviews Prof. 
Jam had with Mr. Nagarwala ^ter he was put m 
contact with him ? ” 

“I do not know.” 

“ Did you find out the antecedents of Prof 
Jam^” 

“ I did not ” 
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Did you accept Prof. Jain’s help when he 
told you that he was prepared to help the police 
openly ?” 

“ That is why I put him in touch with Mr. 
Nagatwala.” 

“Did you ask Mr. Nagatwala to find out 
whether the story related by Prof. Jatn was true ? 

“ I certainly did ask Mr. Nagarwala to find out 
if the story given by Prof. Jam was true.” 

“Do you know whether Prof. Jam gave any 
information about the plot to any police officer 
prior to January 21 ? ” 

“ I do not know.” 

“ Do you know that Prof. Jain was in close 
touch with Madanlal ? ” 

“ Prof. Jain had told me that Madanlal was in 
close touch with him.” 

“Did you ask Mr Nagarwala to keep a watch 
over Prof. Jain ? ” 

“ I did not ” 

“ Was It fair to Mr. Savarkar to direct a watch 
on his house only on Prof. Jain’s evidence^” 

(The Judge did not allow the question). 

“ Did you have any other information besides 
Prof. Jam’s statement to you on which you 
directed a close watch on Mr. Savarkar’s house, 
and his movements ^ ” 



“ Shall I give my reasons ^ It is for Savatkar 
to decide whether I should answer I am pre- 
pared to give my reasons ” 

(Judge “ If witness gives his answer I shall 
have to take them down in full) ” 

Mr. Bhopatkar : “I withdraw my question 

“When Prof Jain was taken to you on 
January 21, did you ask Prof Jam as to the 
relations existing between Jain and Madanlal ^ 

“ It was not necessary to ask because he him- 
self had told me.” 

“ When Prof Jam told you this story, did you 
not think in your mind as a politician that this 
might be an eyewash to protect him from any 
criminal hability because of his association with 
Madanlal ^ ” 

“I did not consider it an eyewash but I 
considered it to be a genuine one ” 

“ Will you tell the court reasons for your 
believing the story of Prof Jam^” 

“I have long experience of judging stories 
because I was a Magistrate for about eleven years. 
The frankness with which Prof Jain’ narrated 
me the story caused me to believe he was 
telling the truth When Prof. Jam was tellmg 
me the story, my experience as a Magistrate had 
automatically come into operation.” 
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THE STATEMENTS OF THE ACCUSED 

After the evidence of Mr Morar)i Desai, 
other evidences were recorded m which the evi- 
dences of Mr. Brown, the Chief Presidency 
Magistrate of Bombay, and that of Mr J D. 
Nagarwala, the Deputy Commissioner of Special 
Branch C. I. D. Bombay, and the Chief Investiga- 
ting Officer of the Mahatma Gandhi Murder Case, 
were chief. 

The recording of evidence in this case began 
on June 24, 1 948, when 149 prosecution wit- 
nesses were examined. They had come from 
various walks of life including railway clerks, 
telephone clerks, hotel managers, photographers, 
astrologers, religious heads, businessmen, a launder, 
a gardner, an actress and many others It took 
84 days to record these evidences running into 
720 toolscape typed sheets Badge’s statement 
itself covered 70 foolscape sheets. The Pro- 
secution exhibited m all 404 documents, while 
the Defence filed 119, out of which there were 80 
material exhibits. Every question and answer 
had to be interpreted by Hindustani, Marathi and 
Tclugu interpreters. Some witnesses also gave 
evidence in Gujarati, and some m Punjabi. 

The second phase of the case began on 
November 8, 1948, when the court started recor- 
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ding the statements of the accused. All except 
Shankar Kistayya filed written statements which 
consisted of 297 pages. 

Nathuram Vinayak Godse, accused No. 1, 
admitted his guile in the Special Court and said 
that he alone was responsible for the murder of 
Gandhiii and that he deliberately fired shots at 
him. He denied all charges of entering into a 
conspiracy with any one. 

The accused made a considerably long state- 
ment, which has been banned by the Government. 

Narayan Dattatraya Apte, accused No. 2, 
admitted that he had gone to the prayer- meeting 
of Gandhi)! on the evening of January 20, 1948. 
He pleaded that it was simply for the purpose of 
seeing if there was any prospect of being able to 
hold any demonstration. But, when he reached 
the prayer-ground he found that the microphone 
was not working and therefore, it was not 
possible to hold the demonstration in the way 
he wanted. Then having learnt that Madanlal 
was arrested at the Birla House, he felt that the act 
was very disquieting, and therefore, he decided 
to leave the capital and returned to Bombay. 
Along with Nathuram V. Godse be was at Gwalior 
on January 28, with a view to obtain some 
Tolunteeis from Parchure for the purpose of staging 
a demonstration According to the accused, 
on January 30, he was not present m Delhi. He 
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<3enied that he had committed any of the oflFences 
which he was charged with in the case. 

Vishnu Ramkrishna Karkate, accused No. 3, 
admitted that Madanlal asked him to go to Delhi 
in connection with the settlement of his marriage, 
and to participate in the peaceful demonstration 
in the prayer-meeting of Gandhiji Both, he and 
Madanlal left Bombay on January 15, and reached 
Delhi on January 17 On the evening of January 
20, when he arrived at the Bitla House, he learnt 
about the bomb explosion and the arrest of 
Madanlal It made him frightened and he left 
Delhi. According to the accused, he had met 
Madanlal at Chembur Camp. 

Madanlal K. Pahwa, accused No 4, said that 
his sole object in going to the Birla House and 
causing an explosion was to attract Mahatmaji’s 
attention to the tragic condition of the sufferers in 
Pakistan The accused pleaded that he had never 
seen Dr Jam in January, 1948, neither he had 
told him anything about the conspiracy to murder 
Mahatma Gandhi He also denied to Have paid 
any visit to Savarkar and to have had any talk 
with him According to the accused, he met 
Karkare m Ahmednagar, where he had gone for 
fruit busmess 

Shankar Kistatya, accused No 5, corroborated 
the evidence of Badge and said that he had 
sincerely obeyed his master. He said that even 
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after reachiog the Birk House he was not told 
anything about the conspiracy of the murder of 
Gandhiji. 

Gopal Vinayak Godsc, accused No. 6, said 
that it was untrue that he had visited places like 
Delhi, Bombay or Poona during the period of 
January 17 to January 25, 1948. During this time 
he was at Uksan (Poona) and thereafter he attended 
to his work at Kirkee (Poona). He categorically 
denied of all the charges levelled agamst him. 

V. D. Savarkar, accused No. 7, denied the 
charges of conspiracy and abetment in the com- 
mission of any offence framed against him, and 
pleaded that he was perfectly innocent. According 
to the accused, Badge’s evidence was an uncorro- 
borated hearsay and hence was unbelievable. 
Similarly, so far as he was concerned, the evidence 
of Dr. Jain, Mr. Angad Singh and Mr. Morarji 
Desai was hearsay testimoney. He Savarkar) did 
not know Madanlal at all. The latter never met 
him nor had he (Savarkar) any conversation with 
him. 

Dattatraya Sadashiv Parchure, the accused No. 8, 
admitted that Godse and Apte visitecf his house 
in GwaHor on January 28, and they came there 
to request him to lend some volunteers from the 
Gwalior organisation. He flatly refused to send 
volunteers for such purpose. The accused also 
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pleaded that all his life he had been a subject 
and a domiciled resident of Gwalior State and 
therefore, the present court had no jurisdiction to 
tty him. 
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ARGUMENTS OF CHIEF PROSECUTION 

COUNSEL 

The Gandhi Murdet Ttial entered its third 
phase on December 1, 1948 when Mr. C. K. 
Daphtaty, Chief Prosecuting Counsel, began his 
arguments before Mr. Atmacharan, Special Judge, 
at the Red Fort. 

Nathuram V. Godse is the editor and Narayan 
D. Apte the manager of the Hindu Rashtra 
published from Poona. They are both Hindu 
Mahasabhites, and are close associates of each other 
having the same political outlook. Vishnu R 
Karkare is a resident of Ahmedoagar. He is also a 
Hindu Mahasabhite, and has been known to 
Nathuram V. Godse and Narayan D. Apte for a 
considerable time having the same political views. 
Madanlal K. Pabwa is a refugee from the Punjab. 
He first came in contact with Vishnu D. Karkare 
and then through him with Nathuram V. Godse 
and Narayan D. Apte. Digambar D. Badge (ap- 
prover) runs the Shashtra Bhandar at Poona, 
and of late has been trafficking in arms, ammuni- 
tion and explosives. He is also a Hindu Maha- 
sabhite. Shankar Kistayya is the servant of 
Digambar D. Badge. Gopal V. Godse is the 
brother of Nathuram V. Godse. Vmayak D. 
Savarkar is the ex- President of the Hindu Maha- 
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«abha, and resides at Savarkar Sadan, Bombay. 
Dattatraya S. Parchure resides at Gwalior, and 
IS tbe leader of the Hindu Sabha at Gwalior. 

After the partiton of India into two dominions, 
seeing how Mahatma Gandhi was striving to safe- 
guard the interests of the members of the minority 
community in the dominion of India, the accused 
entered into a conspiracy and hatched a plot to 
end his life. 


CASE HISTORY 

Dealing with the case Mr Daphtaty said 
that matters really began about November 
1947 In November, Digambar Badge while 
going on a pilgrimage to a place in Bhor 
btaie metNarayan Apte Apte wanted arms and 
ammunition from Badge Eight or ten days 
later. Badge returned to Poona, made arrange- 
ments to secure the “stuff” and went to the 
Hindu Rashtra office, which was run by Nathuram 
Godse and Apte. Later on, on January 9, 
Karkare, Madanlal, Om Prakash and Chopra went 
to Badge’s place at 8-30 p m. Karkare then asked 
Badge to show the “ stuff” Shankar brought the 
“ stuff ” from the place where it was kept It con- 
sisted of gun-cotton slabs, hand-grenades, cart- 
ridges, pistols, and fuse wires Next morning Apte 
asked Badge to supply them two gun-cotton slabs, 
two revolvers and five hand-grenades. Badge 
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told Apte that he had no revolvers and, thereupon, 
Apte asked him for two gun-cotton slabs and five 
hand-grenades and that the delivery should be 
made at Bombay and the price would be paid. 

Then, about January 10, Madanlal s-iw Dr. 
Jain, accompanied by Karkare Two or three days 
later, Madanlal again saw Dr. Jain. Madanlal 
then mentioned certain of his explosives and he 
also mentioned at that stage, the name of Savar- 
kar. At that meeting he made it clear to Dr 
Jain that there was a plot or a conspiracy to take 
the lite of Mahatma Gandhi. Dr. Jain did not 
take the matter seriously. A day or two later, 
there was a further conversation between Dr. 
Jain and Madanlal. The next day Madanlal saw 
Dr. Jam at night and told him that he was leav- 
ing for Delhi. 

Then, Nathuram Godse effected the nominations 
on his two life policies, one in favour of the 
wife of Narayan Apte on January 13, and the 
other m favour of the wife of his brother, Gopal 
Godse on January 14. Each of these nomina- 
tions was witnessed by Apte At about this 
time Gopal Godse applied for seven days’ leave 
beginning from January 15 Thus on January 
14 Nathuram Godse and Apte went to Bombay, 
on the same day Badge and Shankar also went 
to Bombay with the ‘ stuff % Nathuram Godse 
assigned his life policies to the wife of Apte, and 
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to the wife of Gopal Godse, Nathuram Godse 
paid Rs 200 to Gopal Godse on January 14, so 
that he may be able to reach Bombay, and Gopal 
Godse applied for leave The comcjdence of 
all these events, according to Mr Daphtary, 
was most sigmficant 

Badge and Shankar came to Bombay on January 
14 and met Apte and Nathuram Godse They all 
then went to the house of V D Savarkar, except 
Shanker who was left behind in the Hindu Maha- 
sabha oflSce Badge waited outside and Apte and 
Nathuram Godse went inside with the bag and 
came back five or ten minutes later with the bag. 
From there, the three persons went back to the 
Hindu Mahasabha office, took Shankar and pro- 
ceeded to Dixit Maharaj’s house at Bhuleshwar. 
There the bag containing the ‘ stuff’ was left and 
they returned to the Hindu Mahasabha office. 

Madanlal met Badge at the Hindu Mahasabha 
office at Dadar on January 14 On the morning 
of January 15, Apte booked two tickets under 
assumed names by plane to leave Bombay for 
Delhi on January 17. On the same day, Apte 
and Nathuram Godse met Badge, Shankar, and 
Madanlal at the Hindu Mahasabha office and 
Shankar, Badge, Nathuram Godse and Apte went 
to a place called the Agram Printing Press, belong- 
ing to one Mr. G. M. Joshi. Karkare also arrived 
there. There was a meeting and Shankar remained 


93 



outside. Except for Joshi, all of them came back 
to the Hmdu Mahasabha office. Apte, Nathuram 
Godse, Karkate, Madaulal and Badge went to 
pixit Maharaj’s house. They went into the 
interior of the house and met Dixit Maharaj. The 
bag that had been left there on the previous 
day was called for and opened and there was a 
conversation. Karkare and Madanlal were then 
asked by Apte to take the ' stuff ’ and leave for 
Delhi that night. 

Narayan D. Apte asked Dixit Mahara) if he 
could procure a revolver or two for him. Dixit 
Maharaj told him that he had no such arms 
with him at the time and that he would 
do all he could On coming out from Dixit 
Maharajas house, Apte asked Badge if he was pre- 
pared to go with them to Delhi and he told 
Badge that Tatyarao Savarkar had decided that 
Gandhiji, Jawaharlal Nehru and Suhrawardy 
should be finished and had entrusted that work to 
them. 

On January 15 Karkare and Madanlal left 
by train for Delhi at night. They reached Delhi 
on January 17, They put up in the Sharif Hotel 
where Karkare gave an assumed name. 

Badge and Shankar returned to Poona on 
January 16. Nathuram Godse who had also gone 
to Poona to meet his brother Gopal V. Godse, 
who had undertaken to procure a revolver, went 





to see Badge and asked him to come to Bom- 
bay. Badge and Shankar accordingly left for 
Bombay on the night of January 16, and reached 
there on the morning of January 17. Shankar 
got down at Dadar while Badge went to Bombay 
where Nathuram Godse and Apte waited for him. 
Nathuram Godse and Apte proposed to collect 
funds. A taxi was engaged and they, along with 
Badge, went to the Bombay Dyeing Mills where 
they met Mr Charandas Meghii Mathurdas and 
collected a sum of Rs 1,00U from him From 
there they proceeded to the Hindu Mahasabha 
office and picked up Shankar who had got down 
at Dadar 

Nathuram Godse proposed to have the last 
d'jrshan of Tatyarao Savarkar They all went to 
Savarkar’s house Shankar was left in the taxi 
while Badge, Nathuram Godse and Apte walked in 
to the house Badge was asked to wait on the 
first floor, while Nathuram Godse and Apte went 
to Savarkar They had a talk with Savarkar and 
came out after a little while when the latter told 
them jasham botmja (be successful and come) 
When Godse, Apte and Badge got into the taxi, 
Apte said that Tatyarao Savarkar had remarked 
that Gandhi)i’s hundred years were over. 

The party then visited Afzalpurkar and Kale, 
from whom they collected Rs. 100 and Rs 1000 
respectively. After visiting Dixit Mahura), wffien 
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Narayan Apte asked him fot a revolver, tney 
proceeded to Santa Cruz aerodrome where Apte 
gave Rs. 350 to Badge and asked him to proceed 
to Delhi by train. 

Nathuram Godse and Apte travelled from 
Bombay to Delhi on January 17 under assumed 
names. On arriving at Delhi, they stayed at Manna 
Hotel under assumed names of “ S. Deshpande” 
and “M. Deshpande/’ On January 19, Badge and 
Shankar arrived at Delhi and went to the Hindu 
Mahasabha Bhavan, where they put up in a room 
in which Madanlal and Gopal were already staying. 
After some time, Nathuram Godse, Apte and 
Karkare came there and returned after meeting 
Badge and Shankar Badge, Shankar, Gopal 
and Madanlal slept in that room for the night. 
Next morning, Apte and Karkare came to the 
Hindu Mahasabha Bhavan. Apte asked Badge and 
Shankar to go with him to the Birla House and 
they did so. They got down at the main entrance 
of the Birla House where they were stopped by a 
chowkidar. They however, told the chmhdar that 
they wanted to see the secretary and gave him a 
chit Meanwhile, a man came out from the Birla 
House. Apte pointed out that man to Badge and 
said that he was Suhrawardy. They then went be- 
hind the Birla House. Apte pointed out to Badge 
the place where Mahatma Gandhi used to hold 
his prayers. He took measurements of the openings 
in a wmdow with trallis-work there, and told him 
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that through that opening a revolver shot could 
be fired and also a hand-grenade could be thrown 
from the room behind. He also showed the place 
where a gun-cotton slab was to be exploded to 
divert the attention of the people collected at the 
prayer-ground On returning to the Hindu 
Mahasabha Bhavan, Apte ^ suggested to Gopa.1 
Godse that he should accompany him to the 
jungle behind the Hindu Mahasabha Bhavan to 
try the pistol Apte, Gopal Godse, Badge and 
Shankar went to a place to tty the p stol and 
returned to the Hindu Mahasabha Bhavan after 
sometime Later on, Apte, Karkare, Madanlal, 
Badge, Shankar and Gopal came to room No 40 
of the Marina Hotel, where Nathuiam Godse was 
Iving in bed Arms and ammunition were 
distributed among the accused there Nathuram 
Godse told Badge that it was their last attempt 
and the work must be accomplished successfully. 
It was agreed among them that as soon as Madan- 
lal exploded the gun cotton slab others should 
shooc Gandhiji. Nathuram Godse and Apte 
were to give signals to Badge and Madanlal 
respectively Apt-^, Gopal Godse, Shankar and 
Badge came to the Bitla House in a taxi After 
having exploded the gun-cotton slab, Madanlal 
saw that nothing had happened as anticipated 
Apparently, he attempted to run away, but was 
apprehended and taken to the police On his 
being searched, a hand-grenade was recover- 



ed from his coat. Badge and Shankar returned 
to the Hindu Mahasabha Bhavan and Badge asked 
Shankar to throw away the two hand-grenades 
behind the Bhavan. Meanwhile they were visited 
by Apte and Nathuram Godse. Badge was angry 
with them. Badge and Shankar left for Poona 
on the same evening, while Natnuram Godse and 
Apte left for Cawnpore. Karkare and Gopal 
Godse stayed for the night in the Frontier Hindu 
Hotel, and left Delhi the next day. Apte and 
Godse left Cawnpore on January 22 and reached 
Bombay on January 23. They put up together 
in Arya Pathik Ashram under assumed names 
From there they shifted to Elphmstone Hotel 
Annexe, and stayed there also under assumed 
names. On January 25 Karkare turned up at the 
house of G. M. Joshi at Thana. Gopal Godse 
also came there. Nathuram Godse and Apte met 
Karkare and Gopal there. 

On January 25 Nathuram and Apte reserved 
two seats by plane for Delhi for January 27 under 
assumed names. On January 26 Nathuram 
Godse and Apte were in Bombay and they went 
to meet Dada Maharaj and also Dixitji Maharaj 
and asked them for a revolver, but no revolver 
was given to them. On January 27 Nathuram 
Godse and Apte left by plane for Delhi. On 
arriving at Delhi, they left for Gwalior, where 
they reached at 10-30 p m. The same night they 
visited Dr. Parchure. Their visit to Dr. Parchure 
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resulted lo the procurement of a revolver. They 
returned to Delhi and stayed at the retiring room 
of the Delhi railway station. On the morning of 
January 30 Karkare was also with them. In the 
morning, they vacated the retiring room and the 
bedding of Nathutam Godse was put in the First 
Class waiting room. 

At 5 p m that evening, Nathutam Godse fired 
three shots at Mahatma Gandhi in the Birla House 
These three shots resulted in the death of Mahatma 
Gandhi Nathuram was apprehended on the spot 
and a pistol was recovered from him Three 
wounds were found on the body of Mahatma 
Gandhi Three empty bullets were also recovered 
'I he firing was at point blank range 

Badge’s deposition 

Urging the court to rely on the story narrated 
by Badge, Mr Daphtary submitted that the 
examination-in-chief of Badge alone ran into 23 
pages If Badge was not a party to the conspiracy 
he could not remember all the events It was 
impossible to remember pages and pages which 
never existed, but if one was a party to it, it could 
be easily remembered Furthermore, Mr Daphtary 
added. Badge gave his evidence clearly and 
confidently 

As regards the corroboration of Badge’s 
evidence, there had been cases in which approver’s 
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evidence was accepted without corroboration, 
Mr Daphtary pointed out. But in the present case 
corroboration was there Whether that corrobo- 
ration was sufficient or not the court had to assess 
the value of the approver’s deposition. 

Mr. Daphtary then referred to the evidence of 
Miss Shanta Modak and said that she iiad stated 
that she had dropped Nathuram Godse and Apte 
in front of Savarkar Sadan and had seen them 
proceeding towards Savarkar Sadan 

Then, Mehar Singh, theforest guard, had identi- 
fied Gopal Godse as the person with whom he 
had a talk in the jungle behind Hindu Mahasabha 
Bhavan on January 20. 

Surjit Singh, a taxi driver, had deposed that on 
January 20, ar about 4-15 p.m he had taken in 
his taxi four persons from the taxi stand in front 
of the Regal Cinema to the Birla House. He had 
identified Badge, Shankar, Apte and Gopal as 
those persons who had travelled in his taxi 
Surjit Singh had further “Stated that Apte had 
directed him to park the taxi at a particular place. 
Surjit Singh had also stated that the person who 
sat in the front seat did not come in his taxi on the 
return journey, but another person 'pointing to- 
wards Nathuram Godse) had come in his place. 
He had also stated that after the explosion the 
occupants of his taxi came to him and had told 
him “ start the car, start the car ” 


100 



Dixit Mahara) had stated that Godse, Apte, 
and Badge came to see him on the morning of 
January 15, and asked his servant Narain to bring 
out the bag which was left by them on the pre- 
vious day The bag was brought out and the 
explosives were taken out of it Dixit Mahataj had 
also stated that there was a demand from Apte and 
Godse for a revolver. 

Icapa Kotian, a taxi driver of Bombay, had 
deposed that he had taken in his taxi Apte, Godse 
and Badge to various places from 7-15 a m to 1-30 
p m on January 17 According to Itapa Kotian, 
he took them to Afzalpurkar, Kale and Patankar. 
Those three persons had appeared as witnesse-. and 
had admitted that Apte, Godse and Badge did 
visit them on January 17 Afzalpurkar and Kale 
had further stated that they had paid Rs 100 and 
Rs 1,000 respectively to them. 

Dada Mahara) had corroborated Badge regard- 
ing the flight of Apte and Godse on January 17 
from Bombay to Delhi Dada Maharaj had also 
said in his evidence that when he proceeded to 
Pandharpur, a man came from Apte and told him 
xhat Apte wanted to see him on his way back at 
Poona The man sent by Apte, Mr Daph,ary 
added, presumably was Karkare Dada Mahara) 
had also had a conversation with Godse and Apte 
in which Dada Mahara) had said that they were 
merely talking and doing nothing Apte had 
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replied that Dada Maharaj would know when 
something was done. If, what they had in 
mind was a peaceful and innocent demonstra- 
tion to be staged at the prayer-meeting of Mahatma 
Gandhi, Mr Daphtary observed, that was not 
something which was to be shown to Dada 
Maharaj. Their association with Dada Maharaj 
was regarding the blowing up of trains, supplying 
of 808 eifplosives and such material which 
would induce in Dada Maharaj a reasonable anti- 
cipation of something very grand being done. 

Amchekar had travelled with Karkare and 
Madanlal from Bombay to Delhi They all alight- 
ed at the Delhi on January 17 and stayed 
together in the Sharif Hotel. Amchekar had said 
in his evidence that when he came to his room in 
the “^harif Hindu Hotel on January 19, he had 
found Karkare and Madanlal wiih another person. 
Madanlal was sitting on a cot and Karkare and 
the other person were talking to each other 

SuJochana Devi had seen Madanlal placing a 
bomb at the prayer-meeting on January 20 and 
setting it alight The witness had also identified 
Badge, Nathuram Godse and Aptc, who were; 
present in the Birla House that day. 

Bhur Singh, a watchman of the Birla House, had 
identified Nathuram Godse, Apte, Karkare, Madan- 
lal, Gopal Godse and Badge whom he had seen at 
the Birla House before the explosion of the gun- 
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cotton slab on January 20 Bhur Singh had also 
testified the recovery of a hand-grenade and the 
coat from Madanlal who had denied that the coat 
belonged to him 

Sardar Dasondha Singh, the Inspector of Police, 
and Mr. Sawhny, the Magistrate, have also deposed 
that the coat on exhibit was being worn by Madan- 
lal at the time of his arrest on January 20 The 
trousers corresponding to this coat were found 
from the trunk of Apte Dabke, a tailor of Poona, 
has testified that he knew Apte for the last six or 
seven years He had also testified that he had 
stitched both the trousers and the coat for 
Apte 

Chamanlal Grover had testified the recovery of 
certain articles from the jungle behind the Hindu 
Mahasabha Bhavan Shanker had pointed out in 
the jungle on February IL in the presence of 
Grover, among other things two hand-grenades 
which Mr Daphtary said, had been taken to the 
prayer-giound on January 20 by Badge and 
Shanker There v as a cros-' mark with a red 
pencil on these hand grenades, which v ere iden- 
tified by Badge 

Godbole and Kale had said that Gopal Godse 
had given a revolver somewhere about January 
22-23 to Godbole Godbole had kept it with 
him till January 30 and then had given it to Kale 
for disposal. That was one of the revolvers which 
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had been brought to Delhi on January 20 and 
taken back. 

Mr. Daphtary then referred to the evidence of 
the witnesses from the Sharif Hotel and said that 
they had testified the stay of Madanlal and Kar- 
kare m the Sharif Hotel from January 17 to Jan- 
uary 19 They had further stated that they had 
also seen Gopal Gc dse with Karkare and Madanlal 
in the hotel. 

Deahng with the evidence of the witnesses 
from Marina Hotel, Mr Daphtary quoted the 
evidence of Ramchand, a receptionist of the Marina 
Hotel, and said that he had stated that Apte and 
Nathuram Godse had stayed in room No. 40 of 
Marina Hotel from January 20 under the assumed 
names of “S. Deshpande’^ and “M Deshpande.” 
Nain Singh, a bearer of Marina Hotel, had stated 
that on January 20, at about tea time first he had 
served tea to the two occupants of room No. 40 and 
then he was asked to serve three extra teas. Five 
teas in all were served Then according to Kale- 
ram, Nathuram Godse did not ask even for 
the clothes which had been given for washing 
purposes while leaving the hotel on January 20. 
Another bearer of Marina Hotel had served whisky 
to Karkare in room No. 40 According to the 
co-manager of Marina Hotel, Madanlal led a police 
party to room No. 40 of Marina Hotel on Janu- 
ary 20 and had told the police that his friends ' 
had been staying there. 
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Om Prakash of Frontier Hotel, Delhi had stated 
that Rajagopalan ” whom he later identified as 
Gopal Godse, and ‘‘ G Joshi” whom he identi- 
fied as Karkare, had stayed in the Frontier Hotel 
on January 20. Similarly from the evidence of 
Sundarilal, Harikrishan and Janu Jyoti it was esta- 
blished that Apte, Godse and Karkare were in 
Delhi, on January 29 and January 30, There was 
evidence that Apte, Godse and Karkare were 
together upto January 25 

Prof Jain’s Evidence. 

Referring to the importance of the evidence of 
Prof Jagdish Chandra Jam, Mr. Daphtary said that 
Prof Jam was a respectable man of high academic 
qualifications This evidence is inoependent of 
Badge’s deposition and is corrobor'-ted by the 
evidence of Mr Angad Singh md hlr Morarji 
Desai 

Referring to Prof. Jain’s <;{atement that Madan- 
lal had told him about their conspiracy to murder 
Mahatma Gandhi, Mr Daphtary said that Madanlal 
had suffered a great deal in Pakistan, which had 
made him reckless. Apparently that mentality had 
been exploited by others who found him readily 
willing to loin them in their errand. 

As to why ^Madanlal had told Prof Jain 
about the conspiracy, Mr Daphtary said that 
Ivladanlal was of such a temperamcDt that before 
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embatking upon the mission he would have liked 
to tell Prof. Jam that they were going on such 
a mission. He might have told him about the 
plot in order to boast of himself. Dealing with 
the suggestion that Prof. Jam had fabricated the 
story about the conspiracy after reading the paper 
of January 21, so that he might be involved m 
the case, Mr. Daphtary said that in no paper of 
January 21 it was reported that there was a con- 
spiracy to kill Mahatma Gandhi. Similarly the 
suggestion made by the accused that Prof. Jam 
had concocted the story about the conspiracy to 
murder Mahatma Gandhi as he aoprehended that 
he might be involved in the case, had no basis 
Prof Jam was a respectable man. He was not 
dealing in arms and ammunition. Why should he 
have apprehended that he might be involved in 
the case^ One could imagine in the case of Dada 
Maharaj and Dixit Mahara) who were actually 
dealing in arms and ammunition but nobody could 
believe m the case of Prof Jam, who was a man 
of high academic qualifications On the other 
hand, Madanlafs action m telling Prof Jam 
about the plot was quite natural Madanlal must 
have thought that as he was going to do some- 
thing glorious ” he might tell about it to Prof. 
Jam Hence there was no reason the court should 
not believe Prof. Jam 

Prof Jam had said m his statement that he 
did not take story of Madanlal seriously. He 
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tried to inform Jayaprakash Narayan about the 
conspiracy so that he might pass on the informa- 
tion to the authorities in Delhi But unfortunately 
he could not see him But as soon as he read the 
news of the explosion of bomb in the papers, he 
decided to contact Sardar Vallabhbhai Patel 
When he could not get him, be met the Premier 
and 1 he Home Minister of Bombay, and he told 
them everything whatever he was told by Madanlal 
Under these circumstances. Prof Jain’s statement 
must be considered as systematic and believable 

During the cross examination Prof Jam had 
said that he had not told the Magistrate about the 
assault on Rao Saheb Patwardhan by Madanlal 
He had also not told the Magistrate that Savarkar 
had sent for Madanlal, had a two-hour talk with 
him and had asked him to carry on A 11 these 
things, Mr Daphtary said, were not considered 
necessary because the substance of the statement 
that was really confined to the material thimr, the 
existence of a conspiracy, was told to the Magis- 
trate He had told the Magistrate only the impor- 
tant portion of Madanlal’s statement 

Prof. Jam had stated that he had told Angad 
Singh what hladanlal had told him (Prof Jam) 
the next day after Madanlal had spoken to him 
In •'O far as the statement of Angad Singh suppor- 
ted that of Prof Jam’s, Mr Daphtary submitted, 
was coiroboration. Then according to Mr. Morarji 
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Desai, Home Minister, Bombay, Prof. Jam had 
told him about the conspiracy hatched by Madan- 
lal and others to murder Mahatma Gandhi on 
January 21. Mr. Daphtary said that the evidence 
of all the three witnesses — Prof Jam, Angad Singh 
and Mr Morarji Desai — established that a conspi- 
racy to murder Mahatma Gandhi did exist prior to 
the time when Madanlal had a conversation with 
Prof. Jain 

Evidences against the accused 

Taking up first the evidence against Nathuram 
Godse, Mr Daphtary said that Nathuram Godse 
was not only guilty of the murder, but he was 
also guilty of a conspiracy with others to 
murder Mahatma Gandhi. The incidents of 
January 20 — bomb explosion — and January 30 — 
assassination of Mahatma Gandhi, Mr. Daphtary 
■said, were connected and were part of the same 
transaction 

From the statement of Nathurum Godse, it 
was quite clear that he had assumed to himself the 
right of an execution, the right to take away the 
hie of a person because in his opinion he was not 
doing a good thing It was a political murder. 
No human being had the right to murdei any 
one. 

Mr. Daphtary submitted that all deeds of 
Gandhiji had occurred well before January 20. 
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The promise of the payment of Rs 55 crores to 
Pakistan was made before January 20. Hence 
there was no grave and sudden provocation which 
led Nathuram Godse to murder Mahatma Gandhi 

It appeared from kis statement, Mr Daphtary 
said, that it was a calculated murder. It further 
appeared that he committed the murder of 
Mahatma Gandhi deliberately 

Dealing with Apte, who was at the back of the 
conspiracy, Mr Daphtary said that Apte had stated 
that they wanted to stage a demonstration at the 
prayer-meeting on January 20, and that when he 
reached the prayer ground the microphone was 
not working and therefore, it was not possible to 
stage a demonstration on the day he wanted He 
had arranged with some people to bring refugee 
volunteers, but they did not turn up and therefore, 
he had decided to drop the idea of a demonstra- 
tion Mr Daphtary said that Apte should 
have produced evidence to substantiate his plea 

Apte 'aid that he was in Bombay on January 31 
and had actually telephoned to a particular person 
and had consulted Mr. Jamnadas Mehta If trat 
were so, Mr Daphtary said he could have asked 
them to give evidence This was an instance 
where a person could have been called but this 
was not done and the court could very well draw 
an inference 
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Dealing with the plea of alibi put forward by 
Apte, Mr Daphtary submitted that the Prosecution 
had led evidence which showed that Apte was in 
Delhi on January 29 and 30. But, Apte in his 
■statement had alleged that he was in Bombay on 
January cO and 31. It was well-known, Mr. 
Daphtary said, that when a specific ahbi was put 
forward the burden of proving that plea lay on 
the accused 

Mr. Daphtary then dealt with the two letters 
said to have been sent by Nathuram Godse along 
with his photo from Delhi on January 30 to Apte, 
one addressed to the Hindu Rashtra office and the 
other to his hoase It was mentioned in Godse^s 
letter that he had sent the letter and the photo 
to others also. It was also alleged that the letter 
and the photo sent to others had been seized by the 
police. No one, Mr Daphtary said, had been pro- 
duced m the court either to bring forward the 
letter and the p-.iOto or to say that any one received 
a letter and a photo from Nathuram Godse and that 
It had been taken away by the police. It Apte 
had thought that the letter was of some importance 
there was no reason why he should not have kept 
it to himself. 

Referring to Nathuram Godse’s photo, Mr. 
Daphtary said that the police photographer had 
said in cross- esammation that the photo appeared 
to have been taken by a street photographer two 
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•or three years ago, -whereas Nathurato Godse 
bad stated that the photo -was taken some time 
in January, 1948 If the photographer’s evidence 
■was correct, then it completely exposed the evi- 
•dence relating to the letter and the photo Referring 
to the letter, Mr Daphtary said that he would not 
admit that the post mark on the envelope was 
January 30 The letter, he added, was written 
by someone with the intention of creating a 
story which had been put forward 

Dealmg with the evidences against Karkate, 
Mr Daphtary referred to a letter said to have 
been written by Karkare to Badge on May 20, 
1947 and said that Karkare in his letter had asked 
Badge to send some " books ” and also asked 
him to charge Rs 150 for each “ book ” Badge 
in his evidence, Mr. Daphtary pointed out, had 
stated that the “books” actually referred to hand- 
grenades Mr Daphtary submitted that the letter 
supported Badge on the point that Badge and 
Karkare were known to each other The hand- 
writing expert had testified that this letter was 
in the handwriting of Karkare 

Mr Daphtary then referred to the recovery 
of a number of railway tickets from Apte and 
Karkare at the time of their arrests in Bombay 
and Said that the suggestion was made by Apte 
and Karkare that they had moved m local trains 
on January 30 and 31 to see theic friends. As 
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regards the railway tickets, the Prosecution led 
evidence to show that those tickets were collected 
by them. 

Mr Daphtary then discussed the case against 
Madanlal and said that Madanlal had admitted his 
presence in Delhi on January 20 and he had 
also admitted having exploded the gun cotton-slab 
To avoid his part in the conspiracy, Madanlal had 
further said that, after getting arms and am- 
munition, he decided to explode one gun cotton- 
slab at Gandhijfs prayer ground and thus courted 
arrest. He made a plea that he would then be 
able to see Gandhi ji and inform him of the suffer- 
ings of the Hindu refugees. It was sheer absurdity 
to presume that a man would volunteer to court 
arrest after exploding such a dangerous thing 
If he was really serious about meeting Gandbiji, 
he could have made a demonstration and shouted 
some slogans as he did on a previous occation, 
“I am sure in that case” Mr. Daphtary added. 

“ Mahatma Gandhi would have given him a better 
hearing.” 

Dealing with the case against Shanker, Mr. 
Daphtary submitted that Shanker had admitted 
his presence in Delhi on January 19 and 20. He 
had further admitted having met the other accused 
in the Marina Hotel in the afternoon of January 
20 and also having gone to the Birla House in 
the evening. The only part which he did not 
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admit was that Badge had told him the object 
of their going to the Birla House Mr. Daphtary 
submitted that Shanket had practically corro- 
borated Badge. The presence of Shanker at 
Manna Hotel, Mr Daphtary said, at the time 
of the distribution of arms and ammunition, his 
presence in the jungle behind the Hindu Maha- 
sabha Bhavan and his visit to the Birla House 
clearly indicated that he did know the object. 

Mr Daphtary then referred to the case against 
Gopal Godse and said that Gopal had put up 
the story that he was not in Delhi on January 
19 and 20 but that he was in his village, Uksan. 
No evidence, Mr, Daphtary pointed out, had 
been tabled by him to prove his presence there. 

Referring to the case against Savarkar, Mr 
Daphtary said that there was evidence to show 
that Godse and Apte went to Savarkar Sadan 
some time in the evening of January 14 Later 
Apte, Godse and Badge visited Savarkar Sadan, 
carrying a bag with them, which contained arms 
and explosives Then there was the evidence 
of Prof. Jain that Savarkar had patted Madanlal 
on his back on hearing his exploits at Ahmed- 
nagar There was further evidence that on 
January 15 Apte had told Badge and others that 
Savarkar had decided that Mahatma Gandhi, 
Pandit Nehru and Suhrawardy should be finished 
off and that he had entrusted this work to them 
On January 17 Nathuram Godse had suggested 


8 


U3 



that they should go to have the last darshan 
of Tatyarao Savarkar. There was also evidence 
that on January 17 when Nathuram Godse, Apte 
and Badge came out of Savarkar Sadan, Savarkar 
saw them off and remarked, “ be succeeful ”■ 
While coming from Savarkra’s house m a taxi, 
Apte had said that Tatyarao Savarkar had pre- 
dicted that Gandhiji’s 100 years were over. The 
Prosecution had also led evidence to the effect 
that a personal telephone call had been booked 
from the Hindu Mahasabha Bhavan, Delhi in 
favour of the secretary of Savarkar. A number 
of letters which were seixed by the police from 
the house of Savarkar also established his associa- 
tion with Apte and Godse. 

Mr. Daphtary submitted* that Dr. Parchure 
m his confession had said that two persons 
came to him at Gwalior on January 27 and 
told him that they were going to Delhi for 
committing a murder and that they asked for a 
revolver for that purpose It was clear admis- 
sion of the offence of having contacted Apte and 
Godse and hence it established his part as a cons- 
pirator. The evidence of Madhukar Kale and 
Khirc bore out the fact that Nathuram Godse 
and Apte did go to Gwalior on January 27 to 
procure a revolver Resuming his point relating 
to the nationality of Dr. Parchui;e, Mr. Daphta- 
ry submitted that there was evidence on record 
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to show that Sadashiv Gopal Parchure, father 
of Dr. Parchure, was born and educated m 
Poona. He of course, served in Gwalior State. 
As Sadashiv Gopal Parchuie was born m Poona, 
he was a British subject and hence his son, Dr. 
Parchure,* though born in Gwalior state, was 
also a British subject. 
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ARGUMENTS OF DEFENCE COUNSELS 

Arguments for the defence in the Gandhi 
Murder Case were opened by Mr K. H. Mengle, 
Counsel for D Apte. Mr. Mengle pointed out 
that in the case of the prosecution the burden of 
proof was “to prove the case beyond a reasonable 
doubt”, but m^the case of the accused he was not 
called upon to prove beyond a reasonable doubt. 
It was sufficient if the accused proved a “prima 
facie” case. If the Court was satisfied from the 
examination of the accused, and upon the reviews 
of all the evidence that there was a reasonable 
doubt, the accused was entitled to an acqmtal. 
Mr. Mengle added that in a criminal case it was 
not necessary for the accused to adduce indepen- 
dent evidence. 

Explaining why Godse and Apte travelled 
under assumed names, Mr. Mengle said that Apte 
had stated that the seats were actually reserved 
by two other persons but they cancelled their 
visit to Delhi and sold their tickets to Apte. 

(The Court interiupting asked Mr. Mengle that 
if those two persons who had reserved seats were 
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available, the Defence could have produced them 
in the court). 

The Prosecution had asked why Nathutam 
Godse and Apte went to Gwalior to get volun- 
teers. The answer was, the Defence Counsel said, 
that It was difficult to get volunteers in Bombay 
and Poona so they went to Gwalior thinking 
that they could persuade Dr Parchure to lend 
them some volunteers The Prosecution Counsel 
had stated that it was absurd to say that they went 
to Gwalior to get volunteers If that was so, Mr 
Mengle said, it was more absurd to say that they 
went to Gwalior to get a pistol Apte had stated 
that there was no difficulty in procuring a revolver 
in Bombay 

Referring to the plea of alibi put forward by 
Apte, Mr Mengle submitted that it was not 
necessary for the Defence to produce witnesses to 
prove his presence in Bombay on January 30 and 
31 There was sufficient material on record to 
show that he was in Bombay on January 30 and 
31 In this connection Mr. Mengle referred to 
the railway tickets and two telegraph receipts and 
one letter which were received from Apte at the 
time of his arrest on February 14. Mr. Mengle 
submitted that the telegram was sent by Miss Salvi 
in the presence of Apte 

(The Judge observed that the possession of the 
receipt only showed that a telegram was sent and 
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Meflgle submitted that the trousers had been 
planted by the police in order to create evidence 

Reverting to the assignment of insurance 
policies by Nathuram Godse on January 14, Mr. 
Mengle said that as Nathuram Godse and Apte 
were going to stage a demonstration, Nathuram 
Godse might have thought it better to assign <^he 
policies in favour of Mi s. Gopal Godse and Mrs 
Apte so that if he was sent to prison, they should 
pay the premiums 

Referring to the evidence of Badge, Mr 
Mengle submitted that while assessing the 
value of a witness, the first thing was to judge 
his character The Prosecution Counsel of course 
had given him a very good certificate, but he 
would examine Badge’s character from his point 
of view His examination of Badge’s character 
shpwed that he was a black-marketeer m gun-runn- 
ing, a liar, cunning and unscrupulous 

Dealing with the evidence of Dada Maharai, 
Mr Mengle submitted that the witness had said 
in his evidence that he employed Apte to murder 
Mr M A Jinnah and Mr Liaquat Ah Khan and 
that he wanted Apte to blow up an ammunition 
tram going to Pakistan In addition to instigating 
murder and sabotage, accordmg to his evidence, 
he had collected arms and ammunition and dis- 
tributed them to various people If all his acti- 
vities were known, he would be viewed with 
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suspicion by the authorities and so naturally he 
would be prepared to tell lies to save himself* 
Therefore, it would be dangerous to rely on him 
and believe his word. 

Similarly, Dixit Maharaj, brother of Da da 
Mahata), Mr. Mengle said, was dealing in arms 
with Badge. He used to procure weapons from 
him during the Hindu-Muslim riots Even if the 
Court did not hold him an accomplice, his evidence 
did not corroborate Badge sufficiently. 

Mr. H. R. Mehta, Counsel for Shankar, then 
argued his case. Mr. Mehta submitted that the 
position of his client was quite different. He was 
a servant of Badge ( approver) and he carried out 
the instructions of his master. Shankar had ad- 
mitted various incidents, including the visit to 
the Birla House on January 20. His position was 
that he was never told about the plan to kill 
Mahatma Gandhi. 

There was evidence on record to show Mr. 
Mehta said, that wherever the accused went, they 
kept Shknkar at some distance which showed that 
Shankar was not taken into confidence by Nathu- 
ram Godse and Apte. Mr. Mehta added that 
Shankar did not know what was going on, and he 
was like a perfect automaton. Shankar was 
engagad by Badge since September-October, 1940 
and whatever arms and ammunition he earned, was 
done in the ordinary course of his duty. The fact 
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The Court then called upon Mi. N. D. Dange^ 
Counsel for Vishnu R. Katkate, to argue his case. 
He submitted that the burden of proof in a cri- 
minal case was al^^ays on the Prosecution. The 
accused were not bound to produce any witnesses 
whatsoever. The standards of law were that ten 
guilty men might escape punishment but not one 
innocent man should suffer at the hands of law. 

Mr Dange referred to a letter said to have 
been written by Karkare to Badge on May 29, 
1947 Mr. Dange said that firstly this letter had 
been denied by Karkare and secondly, this 
letter was written on May 29, 1947, when accord- 
ing to Badgers own statement, he (Badge) was not 
dealing in arms and ammuniuon. The letter was 
also not recovered in any of the searches of Badgers 
house or person but it was produced to the police 
by the wife of Badge who was not examined as a 
witness. 

The place from where this letter was written, 
Mr. Dange went on, was not mentioned in the 
letter. Had Karkare written this letter he would 
have given his place. Hence this letter was no- 
thing but concocted and was of no use to the Pro- 
secution so far as his client was concerned. 

Mr. Dange then dealt with the evidence of 
Prof. J. C. Jain, Angad Singh and Mr. Moraiji 
Desai, and submitted that they contradicted each 
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■othei: materially Furthermore, their evidence 
was hearsav and should not be admitted. 

Mr Dange submitted that the recovery of a 
railway ticket from the person of Karkare clearly 
showed that he was in Bombay on January 31. 

Mr P. R Das, ex-Judge of the Patna High 
Court-, then argued the case for V. D. Savarkar 
Mr Das said that there was no explanation 
why the seven determined men did not actually 
murder Mahatma Gandhi on the evening of 
January 20 when there was no suspicion and no 
security measures by the police as against those on 
January 30 He would contend that the pro- 
secution evidence had been completely negatived 
by what actually happened None of the pro- 
secution witnesses bad deposed that there was a 
conspiracy to murder Mahatma Gandhi on January 
30 

According to the approver, when he returned 
to the Hindu Mahasabha Bhavan from the Birla 
House on the evening of January 20, he (approver) 
was very much angry, and when Aptc came to see 
him, he i approver) asked him to clear out Apte 
went away 

If there was any conspiracy it ended there 
There was no suggestion that there was a second 
conspiracy to murder Mahatma Gandhi on any 
■subsequent day If there was any conspiracy at 
all, why was it not carried on January 20 ? 
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Mr. Das said that if the reference regarding 
the supply of arms to the congress workers in the 
Hyderabad State was remembered, much of the evi- 
dence of the approver would be explained. That 
was most essential ' Badge had stated that Apte 
and Karkare had been to him in July-August, 1947 
to buy arms and ammunition, and that Apte had. 
wanted a sten-gun. That story was not corro- 
borated and Apte and Karkare had denied it. But 
if the evidence of the approver was true, and if 
the court was going to accept it, Mr. Das pointed 
out, this “ stuff'* was required not^, to kill a frail 
old man, sitting at the praver meeting and pre- 
aching non violence, but for Hyderabad. The 
approver had admitted that he used to supply 
arms to Hindus in Hyderabad. 

Mr. Das submitted that the evidence of Dixit 
Mahara) was not of much importance. Apart 
Irom- everything else, on his own admission, he 
was buying arms and ammunition from the approver. 
Criminal charges could easily have been brought 
against him, but he was still at liberty and the 
Bombay Government, had taken no steps against 
him, but preferred to put him ii the witness-box. 
His evidence shoilld not be accepted by the court 
and in any case no. value should be attached to 
his evidence. i , , , , - . 

Referring to the next incident, Mr. Das said 
that when they came out of the house of Dixit 
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Maharaj on January 15, according to Badge, Apte 
asked Badge if he was prepared to go to Delhi, as 
Savatkar had decided that Mahatma Gandhi, 
Jawabarlil Nehru and Subrawardy should be 
finished off and that he had entrusted that work to 
them 

Mr Das characterised it as a strange story and 
said, how could it be posssible to disclose the plan 
to kill Gandhiji and Jawaharlal Nehru to a person 
when they had no reason to believe that he would 
]om them in the conspiracy > 

Referring to the evidence of Dr Jain, Mr Das 
said. Or Jam was a respectable man and was 
undoubtedly a man who counted in the civic life 
of Bombay Madanlal, according to evidence, had 
told him that there was a party at Ahmednagar 
and that the members of that party had decided 
to kill Gandhi )i 

That story, Mr Das added was altogether 
unbelievable Madanlal had no reason to suppose 
that Dr' Jam had any malice against Gandhiji nor 
had he anv reason to suppose that Dr Jain would 
approve of that idea, but there was reason to 
suppose that if Dr Jam had not agreed with the 
conspiracy, which he said he was horrified to hear, 
there would be an end of the conspiracy if J)r 
Jam had discharged his duties as a citizen 

Mr. Das said, Dr Jam had stated that he did not 
take seriously what Madanlal told him. That was 
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false. Dr Jam was sufficiently worried to tell 
Angad Singh He had also told Mr. Jayaparaksh 
Narayan that there might be a conspiracy The 
one person whom he had not contacted immedi- 
ately was the Head of the police in Bombay. 

When Dr Jain read the report in papers about 
the explosion of the bomb at the Biria House on 
January 20 and the arrest of Madanlal, he got 
frightened because he might have thought that the 
.police was bound to find out his connection with 
Madanlal. 

Continuing Mr. Das submitted that on January 
21, when Prof. Jain told the story about the 
conspiracy to the Premier and the Home Minister 
of Bombay, they did not reduce it to writmg. 
When Prof Jam heard the story from Madanlal, 
he also did not put it down in writing. 

In spite of the fact that it was a very serious 
matter none of them thought it necessary to put 
it down in writing. The Home Mimster, Mr. 
Morarji Desai, sent for Mr. Nagarwala, Deputy 
Commissioner of Police, Bombay, after hearing 
the story from Prof Jam, but Mr Nagarwala 
rephed that he was too busy to come at that time, 
when the hfe of the Father of the Nation was in 
danger. 

Mr. Nagarwala later met Mr. Desai at the 
Bombay railway station where he told him the 
story. Mr. Nagarwala also did not put it down 
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m writing Mr Das submitted that this showed 
that the conduct of the officer was very much 
callous. 

(Judge “ Is that so of Mr Morarii Desai 
also 

Mr Das “ Your Honour, if necessary I shall 
go to that extent also in the interest of my client 
Mr. Desai has to explain why did he not raise his 
little finger to protect the life of the Father of the 
Nation when he came to know about the conspiracy 
to murder him on January 21 ^ ” 

There was no first information report regarding 
the conspiracy When Prof Jain had told every- 
thing to Mr Moraqi Desai, why was there no 
first information report ^ The court should take 
this fact into consideration while assessing the 
guilt of the accused In tlie absence of first 
information report the Defence was at great 
disadvantage 

It was also improbable that having disclosed 
the plot to murder Mahatma Gandhi on January 
21, Prof. Jain’s statement would not have been 
recorded by the police till February 17. 

Ivir. Das then referred to the evidence of Mr 
Moratji Desai, Home Minister, Bombay, and 
submitted that if Prof Jain had gone to the Home 
Minister as soon as Madanlal had told him, Mr. 
Morarp’s evidence would have been admitted 
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But Prof. Jain waited till January 20 when the 
first outrage had taken place. Therefore, the 
condition laid down in Section 157 of the Indian 
Evidence Act was not fulfilled. Hence his evi- 
dence was inadmissible. 

Arguing m defence of Savarkat whether he was 
a party to the conspiracy, Mr. Das submitted that 
there were only three items of evidence against 
Savarkar — first Apte’s statement in the compound 
of Dixit Maharaj, then the visit to Savarkar Sadan 
on January 17 and finally Apte’s statement in the 
taxi as to the prediction made by Savarkar. 

One essential condition to be satisfied before 
Section Ten of the Evidence Act could be applied 
was that there must be a reasonable ground to be- 
lieve that Savarkar was a conspirator. Secondly, for 
the evidence to be admissible, it was not enough if 
it was merely something said, done or written by 
any one of the conspiratois but something said, 
done or written in reference to their common 
intention. 

To apply the principle to the present case, 
before Apte’s statement was used as evidence 
against Savarkar, there must be a reasonable ground 
for believing that Savarkar was a party to the 
conspiracy. Otherwise it was not admissible. 
The statement to be admissible against Savarkar 
must be a statement of Aptc — not the statement 
of Savarkar through Apte — and that statement must 
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be a statement in reference to their common inten- 
tion. But before the Court could make the 
statement of Apte admissible against Savarkar, 
the Court must be satisfied that there \7as a reason- 
able ground to believe that Savarkar was a cons- 
pirator. 

Mr Das referred to the evidence of Prof Jam 
and submitted that there was no word of conspi- 
racy in his statement He only s ud that Savarkar 
had commended the exploits of Madanlal at 
Ahmednagar, which were the attack on Rao Saheb 
Patwardhan and the formation of volunteer corps 
and the collection of arms 

Then the Court called upon Mr Banerjee, 
Counsel for Madanlal, to argue his case “ The 
systematic way in which Prof Jain had narrated the 
sequence of events clearly showed tliat he (Prof 
Jam) was tutored. Isladanlal would not have 
talked m the way Prof Jain had stated,” said Mr. 
Banerjee 

It was quite possible that Madanlal might have 
talked about the formation of a volunteer corps 
but when it went from mouth to mouth it 
assumed the shape of a conspiracy If there had 
been a talk of the plot for the life of Mahatma 
Gandhi, then all the three witnesses — Prof. Jam, 
Angad Singh and Mr. Moratji Desai— would have 
tallied. But that was not the case There wts a 
clear-cut division 
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“Assuming what Mr. Morarji Desai had 
said was correct, could it not be plausible that 
Prof. Jam m a frightened mood could have 
converted the volunteer corps into a party to kill 
Mahatma Gandhi ?” asked Mr Banerjee. If Prof. 
Jain had reported to Mr. Desai or any police 
officer on January 11 or 12, this theory would 
have assumed a certain amount cf credibility. 
But Prof. Jam did not report a word to the police 
till January 21, when actually a bomb had explo- 
ded, which showed that three was no talk of a 
conspiracy in his meeting with Madanlal on 
January 10 or 11. 

Mr. Banerjee added that when Mr. Morarji 
Desai and Mr Nagarwala heard the story of Prof 
Jain, they did not take any action “Was it not, 
therefore, reasonable to say,” Mr. Banerjee asked, 
*‘that Mr Morarji Desai and Mr. Nagarwala took 
Prof. Jain’s story to be absurd and that was why 
they did not take any action ?” When Mr. Desai 
told Mr. Nagarwala what he had heard from 
Prof. Jam, he should have given Prof. Jain’s name 
to him or Mr. Nagarwala should have asked 
for it. 

Mr. Desai did not believe what Prof. Jain had 
told him and that was why he did not give 
Prof. Jain’s name to Mr. Nagarwala on January 
21. Even though three or four days after the 
assassination of Mahatma Gandhi, Mr. Desai put 


132 



Mr. Nagarwala in touch with Prof. Jain, his 
(Prof. Jam’s) statement was not recorded till 
February 17. 

Referring to the facts of the case, Mr. Banerjee 
submitted that the essential lngredIen^ for the 
Court was to find out the date when the conspi- 
racy was hatched Different dates had been given. 
Some dated back this conspiracy to November, 
1947, some to December, 1947, and some to 
January, 1948. He would however, submit that 
the evidence on record showed that Madanlal was 
not m the conspiracy till January 9 

If the conspiracy was hatched at Ahmednagar, 
then there was evidence that Madanlal was not in 
Ahmednagar on January ^ or 10 If it was held 
that Madanlal was not In the conspiracy till 
January 9, then it would greatly affect Dr Jain’s 
evidence Even if the court accepted the evi- 
dence of Disit Mahara), there was nothing in it 
which connected Madanlal with the conspiracy 
Accoidmg to Dixu Mahara], when arms and 
ammunition were examined at his house on Janu- 
ary 15 by Nathuram Godse, Aptc and Badge, 
Madanlal remained sitting quiet Had he been in 
the conspiracy he wmuld not have been sitting 
quietly 

There was nothing on record to show that 
Madanlal was in the conspiracy upto January 19 
Madanlal had been m Delhi from January 17. None 
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of the witnesses had said that Madanlal had 
visited Marina Hotal on January 17, 18 or 19. The 
only thing which connected him with Manna 
Hotel was his own action in pointing out room 
number 40 of Marina Hotel to the police after his 
arrest. The Court bad already decided that la"^ 
did not allow the statement of the accused to the 
police to come on record. 

Referring to Madanlal’s stay in Delhi from 
January 17 to 19, Mr. Bannerjee said that his 
behavour in Delhi was not like that of a conspira- 
tor. Amchekar had practically remained with 
Madanlal throughout their stay at the Sharif Hotel. 
If Madanlal had come to Delhi with the express 
purpose of killing Gandhiji he would not have 
gone to see his relatives or attended a meeting 
addressed by Mr. Jayaprakash Narayan. 

‘‘The Court and the Defence were entitled to 
know from the Prosecution as to when the cons- 
piracy started and when the accused joined that 
conspiracy. Was it not for the Prosecution to 
establish this ?*' asked Mr. Bannerjee. But the pro- 
secution had failed to do so. 

(Judge : "Is it absolutely essential for the Pro- 
secution to establish as to on what date the 
conspiracy started ?” 

Bannerj'ee : "No, Your Honour, but it is 
essential for the Prosecution to show at what 
point the conspiracy started).” 



Mr. Bannetjee said that Madaolal was interest- 
ed in Hyderabad aBFairs and therefore, he might 
have gone to see the “stuff” for the purpose 
Mr. Bannetjee submitted that the story of January 
9 “prima facie” proved that Madanlal was not a 
conspirator on January 9. 

Mr. Bannerjee then referred to the recovery of 
a coat from Madaolal when he was arrested on 
January 20 The police, he said, did not put 
identification marks when it was recovered but 
did so only on April 16, after Apte’s trousers 
supposed to corre'pond the coat was recovered 
The recovery of the trouseis was very suspicious 
and the putting of identification marks on the 
coat after about three months was equilly sus- 
picious 

Dealing with the law about the interrogation 
of accused, Mr, Bannerjee submitted that under 
the law, police could net interrogate an accused 
The Police could only record a statement 
of an accused if he volunteered to do so, but 
could not induce him to make any statement. 

The Judge then called upon Mr. P L Inamdar, 
Council for Gopal Godse and Dr Parchurc, to 
argue his case Mr Inamdar submitted that on 
January _1, Mr Morarji Dcsai, Home Minister, 
Bombay, while giving information to Mr Nagat- 
wala, Deputy Commissioner of Police, Bombay, 
about the plot to murder ^Mahatma Gandhi did 
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not give the name of his informant. Prof. Jain, 
to Mr. Nagarwala. "If the name of Prof. Jain was 
not to be disclosed to Mr. Nagarwala, who was 
the custodian of law and order, then to whom 
was his name to be revealed ?” asked Mr Jnamdar. 
The natural inference, he said, was that Mr. 
Morat]! Desai must not have received such a 
serious information as would have made him to 
move the machinery against the conspirators. 
The conduct of the authorities was really very 
suspicious in the matter. 

According to the evidence on record, Mr. 
loamdar added, Proof. Jam was contacted by 
Mr Nagarwala on February 4 — after the assassina- 
tion ot Gandhiji- but his statement was not 
recorded till February 17. Instead of recording 
his statement first, the police recorded the state- 
ment of Mr Morarji Desai on February 13, when 
almost all the accused had been arrested, and 
much of the information had been collected 
The police recorded the statement of Mr. Morarji 
Desai first in order to coerce Prof. Jain to give 
a statement according to their dictates. Hence 
what he told the police was not a correct state- 
ment of facts. 

Regarding the search of Gopal Godse, Mr. 
Inamdar said that no search witnesses were called 
before proceeding to search Gopal Godse for the 
revolver Gopal Godse was arrested at Uksan 
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and was taken to the neatest police station but no 
search of his person was made From there, he 
was taken to Poona, but he was not searched there 
From Poona he was taken to Bombay, but no 
regular search was made and a bag was said to 
have been recovered No witnesses were called 
when the iccoveiy of the bag was made. 

Mr Inamdar said that Gopal God?e had 
applied for seven day’s casual leave to the Motor 
Transport Spares Sub Depot of the Indian Army 
Ordinance Corps, Kitkce, where he was working 
as a temporary civilian assistant store keeper 
on January 15 He was told that he was to appear 
before a Board on January 16 He again applied 
for leave on January 17 and had given his address 
where he would stay during the period of his 
leave Nobody from his office had appeared in 
the court to say that Gopal Godse had told a he 
and that be was not to be found at the place where 
he said he would be during the period of leave 
It was reasonable to suppose that Gopal Godse 
was at Uksan during the period of leave He 
joined duty on January 26 

Dealing with the evidence of Ramlal Dutt and 
Shanti Prakash, managers of the Sharif Hotel, 
Delhi, Mr Inamdar submitted that those witnesses 
were produced by the Pro-secution to prove that 
Gopal Godse had visited Sharif Hotel to seeMadan- 
lal and Karkare on January 19 “How could a 
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hotel manager remember a casual visitor to their 
hotel ?” asked Mr. Inamdar. 

It was alleged by the Prosecution that the pis- 
tol with which Mahatma Gandhi was assassinated 
belonged to Jagdish Goyal. No corroborative 
evidence had been produced to show that the 
pistol really belonged to Goyal. In those circum- 
stances, Me. Inamdar said, he was entitled to 
argue that the evidence that the pistol belonged 
to Goyal was unreliable. 

Mr. Inamdar said that Kale had given evidence 
under police pressure and the pressure of the 
Gwalior Government. 

Dealing with the confession of Dr. Parchure, 
Mr Inamdar said that in the present case, there 
were various circumstances in the prosecution 
evidence which entitled the court to draw the 
inference that the confession was not voluntary. 

Discussing the motive, Mr. Inamdar submits d 
that there -was nothing on record to show that 
Dr. Parchure had any motive m joining hands 
with his co accused to murder Mahatma Gandhi. 

Mr. Inamdar questioned the jurisdiction of 
the court to try Dr. Parchure and submitted that 
Dr. Parchure was a subject of Gwalior State and 
hence the court had no jurisdiction on him At 
ihe time Dr. Parchure was born, his father, Sada- 
shiv Gopal Parchure, was for all intents and pur- 
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poses a Gwaliot subject Futtheimore, after attam- 
ing maturity Dr. Parcbure owed allegiance to the 
Maharaja of Gwahor and was hence a subject of 
Gwalior. 
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JUDGMENT IN THE RED-FORT TRIAL 

The judgment was delivered by Shti Atma 
Charan, I C S. in the Red Fort, Delhi on 
February 10, 1949. The following is an extract of 
the judgment. 

( 1 ) 

Evidence Re. The Assassination 
Plot Narrated to Jain 

The witnesses produced on behalf of the 
prosecution in regard to the assassination plot 
said to have been narrated to Dr. J. C. Jain by 
Madanlal K Pahwa on or about 12-1-1948, are 
Dr. J. C. Jam, Angad Singh and the Hon’ble Mi. 
Morarji Desai 

The evidence of Dr. J C. Jam and the 
Hon*ble Mr Moraiji Desai has already been 
mentioned earlier Angad Singh is a business 
mao and has been knowing Dr J. C Jam for 
about two years Angad Singh m his evidence 
corroborates Dr. J. C. Jam in regard to what ho 
himself heard from Madanlal K. Pahwa at the 
house of Dr. J C. Jam and what he heard subse- 
quently from Dr J C Jam in respect of what 
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Madanlal K Pahwa had told about the assassina- 
tion plot to Dr J. C Jam 

Madanlal K, Pahwa is said to have made the 
statement in regard to the plot to Dr J. C. Jam on 
or about 12-1-1948. Dr. J. C Jam made the 
statement in regard to the plot before the Hon’ble 
Mr Moratp, Desai on 21-1-1948 The conten- 
tion^ as such on behalf of the defence is that 
*a period of mote than a week’ could not be held 
to be ‘at or about the time when the fact took 
place.’ The contention on behalf of the defence 
appears to be altogether without weight for 
Section 157 of the lodan Evidence Act )ust 
impose<? the condition thic the former statement 
should have been made either (a) at or about the 
time when the fact took place or (b) before any 
authority legally competent to investigate the fact 
The Hon’ble Mr. Morarji Desai is the Home 
Minister of the Bombay Government, and the 
Police, and the Crimes and the Investigation of 
crimes fall within his portfolio His evidence goes 
to show that it was on the basis of what he bad 
been told by Dr J C. Jam that he had started the 
‘inquiry’ m regard thereto The evidence of the 
Hon’ble Mr Morai)i Desai, m the circumstances, 
is certainly admisssiblc under Section 157 of the 
Indian Evidence Act 

It has been contended on behalf of the defence 
that what Dr. J. C. Jam told the Hon’blc Mr 
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Motaiji Desai m regard to the plot he had told 
)ust on the basis of what he had read m the news- 
papers on 21-1-1948. Neither the evidence of 
Dr. J. C. Jain nor that of the Hon’ble Mr. Moratj! 
Desai support this contention on behalf of the 
defence. It is clear from the evidence of the 
Hon’ble Mr. Morar)i Desai and that oiF Mr. J. D. 
Nagarwala that the ‘inquiry’ m regard to the ‘plot’ 
had been initially started by them on the l?asis 
of what Dr. J. C Jam had told the Hon’ble Mr. 
Morarji Desai on 21-1-1948. 

Dr. J. C. Jam is a highly educated person. 
He is a Ph. D. from the Bombay University, and 
is Professor of Ardhamagadhi and Hindi in the 
Ruia College at Bomba v The only point tried 
to be suggested on behalf of the defence as against 
him IS that on commg to know of the name of 
Madanlal K. Pahwa in connection with the 
explosion incident at Delhi, he tried to win the 
favour of high Government officers by telling 
them a yarn in connection with Madanlal M. 
Pahwa so that he might not himself be arrested 
later along with Madanlal K. Pahwa. This appears 
to be a far-fetched suggestion on behalf of the 
defence. 

A man of his simplicity could have foreseen 
no such thing. He had taken pity on Madanlal 
K. Pahva as he was a refugee, and had just helped 
him monetarily. There is nothing whatsoever on 
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the record of the case to show that he had ever 
entered into any shady transaction with any one 
or with Madanlal K Pahwa The frantic way in 
which he tried to approach the high Government 
officers one after the other clearly goes to show 
his keenness to report what had come to his 
knowledge rather than an attempt on his part to 
win their favour 

It has then been contended on behalf of the 
defence that at least an f i.r (first information 
report) in regard to the charge cs preferred by 
Dr J C Jain should have been prepared by the 
police No doubt, it would have been quite in 
accordance with the law if an fir in regard 
thereto had been prepared by the police Mr 
J D. Nagatwala belongs to the Intelligence 
Branch of the CID and not to the City Police, 
Government at times do make a number of quasi- 
ludicial inquiries through the police. Mr J D 
Nagarwala, it appears took the matter as one of 
such quasiqudicial inquiries. 

Dr. J C Jain in his evidence has not been able 
to give the dates specifically in regard to the various 
events that took place in the first fortnight of Jan- 
uary, 1^48. His evidence is that Madanlal K 
Pahwa came to him at about the end of the first 
week of January when he introduced Vishnu 
R. Karkare to him as a *scth’ from Ahmednagar 
Madanlal K Pahwa then came to him two or 
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tliree days later, when he narrated him the plot. 
Madanlal K. Pahwa then came to him a couple of 
days later, when he told him that he had accepted 
his advice. Madanlal K. Pahwa then came to him 
a day or two later, when he told him that he was 
leaving for Delhi. 

Madanlal K. Pahwa admittedly left Bombay 
for Delhi on 15-1-1948 Madanlal K. Pahwa 
accordingly should have met Dr. J. C. Jain on or 
^bout 10-1-1948, when he introduced Vishnu R. 
Karkaie to him as a ‘seth’ from Ahmednagar. Dr 
J. C. Jain in his evidence says that by the words 
‘ the end of the first week of a month* he means 
the 6th or the 7th of a month. The calendar for 
1948 shows that 3-1-1948 and 10-1-1948 were 
Saturdays. Dr. J. C. Jain by the words ^at about 
the end of the first week of January, 1948,* in the 
circumstances, would have certainly meant about 
10-1-1948 and not e-7-1948. 

There is thus no reason as to why implicit reli- 
ance be not placed on the evidence of Dr. J. C Jam, 
Angad Singh and the Hon’ble Mr. Moratji Desai. 

( 2 ) 

Evidence Re . The Efforts Made to Collect 
Arms and. Money. 

The Witnesses as produced on behalf of the 
prosecution in regard to the efforts said to have 
been made to collect arms and money by Nathuram 
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V. Godse and Narayaa D Apte aie Digambat R. 
Badge, Dixitji I\Iahara), Dada Maharaj, Charandas 
Megbji, Ganpatrao B. Afjulpurkar, Mahaceo G. 
Kale and Aitappa K Kotiao 

Djgambat R. Badge jn his evidence says that 
during their visit to the house of Dixitji Alaharai 
on 15-1-1948 the contents of the bag were placed 
back in the bag in the presence of Dixitji Maharaj. 
He handed over the bag to Narayan D Apte 
Karayan D Apte banded over the bag to Vishnu 
R Karkare, and asked him to leave along with 
Madanlal I< Pahwa for Delhi by the Frontier or 
the Punjab Mail Vishnu R Karkare handed over 
the bag to Madanlal K, Pahwa Vishnu R Karkare 
and ]Madanlal K. Pahwa then left the place and 
went away 

Dixit ji Maharaj in his evidence refers to no 
such incident though he admits the presence of 
Vishnu R. Karkare and Madanlal K Pahwa along 
with others at his house. 

Digambar R. Badge in his evidence then says 
that alter Vishnu R. Karkare and 2\IadaolaI K. 
Pahwa had gone away, Narayan D Apte told 
Dixitji Mahara that they were proceeding on some 
important mission and that he should give him 
a revolver or two Dkhji Maharaj said that he had 
no revolvers and that he had a pistol of his own 
which he could not give Narayan D Apte asked 
DiMtji Maharaj to do all what he could to obtain 
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a revolver for him. He, Nathuram V Godse and 
Narayan D Apte then left his house. 

He and Narayan D. Apte then saw Dixitji 
Maharaj at about noon on 17 1-1948 Narayan 
D, Apte asked Djxitji Maharaj for a revolver. 
Dixitji M iharaj then showed a pistol to Narayan 
D. Apte and said tha^ he would nothand over that 
pistol unless he received money for it Narayan 
D. Apte said to Dixitji Maharaj that Dada Maharaj 
had promised a revolver to him and tha^, as such, 
he should hand over that revolver to him Dixitji 
Maharaj, however, did not hand over the revolver 
He and Narayan D Apte left the house of Dixitji 
Maharaj. He then saw Dixitiji Maharaj all alone 
on 18-1-1948, and showed him a revolver and 
asked him to pay him at least the price thereof. 

Dixitji Maharaj in his evidence says that first 
of all Nathuram V Godse, Vishnu R. Karkare 
and Madanlal K Pahwa left his room He then 
asked Digambar R Badge and Na/ayan D Apte 
as to what was the object of their coming to his 
house and exhibiting those things in his room. 
They told him that they were going on an impor- 
tant mission and asked him for a revolver or a 
pistol They, however, did not tell him as to what 
that important mission was. 

As they started to leave his room he asked 
Digambar R. Badge to stay on. Digamber il. 
Badge then told him that he would come back 



to him aftec some time. Digambat R. Badge 
thea came back to him a few' minutes later, 
and told him that he would tell him that evening 
on what mission they were proceeding Digam- 
bar R Badge then saw him that evening or the 
oex:t morning or there might have been a difference 
of a da7 or two between the two visits and 
showed him a revolver, and asked him t:) pay him 
at least the price thereof. 

Digambar R Badge told him that they had 
collected arms and ammunition vorth about 
Rs 30—40,000 and that they were proceeding to 
Kashmir to use those ‘things’ against the raiders 
and do the sabotage. He told Digambar R Badge 
that he could not help them. He then saw 
Natayan D Apte along with Nathuram V Godsc 
on the morning of 2G 1-1948 He had already 
come to know by then that they had proceeded to 
Kashmir. He accordingly asked them as to how 
they had managed to come back from Kashmir so 
soon They told him that they had purchased 
arms aud ammunition worth Rs. 30—40,000 for 
■sending to Kashmir They had despatched half of 
the ‘stuff’ beyond Delhi and had come back to 
arrange for the despatch of the remaining half. 
They asked him for a revolver, and said that it 
would be unsafe to travel without one beyond 
Delhi. He told them that he could not help them 
an the matter They then insisted that he must do 
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something in getang a revolver procured for them 
by the evening and told him that Dadt hfahara) 
had promised a revolver to them. Narayan D. 
Apte then showed him a revolver and said that 
they wanted one more. 

There arc thus two main contradictions in the 
evidence of Digamber R. Badge and that of 
Dixit)i Mahara). No doubt, the evidence of Dixiiji 
Mahara) in regard to sequence of events is a little 
confused This is clear from the fact that he has 
not been able to give specific dates in regard to 
any mcidenr. He fixed time in regard to a parti- 
cular incident by giving the number of dars til'll 
had elapsed m connecvion with some other incident. 
The reason for this appears to be that he was 
unwell at the time and had been confined to bed 
for about a fortnight On the mam issue .md the 
mam points, hov7cvcr, Dixitji Mahara] rnatcrnllv 
coiroboratcs Digambar R. Badge. 



bet of months and had been pissmg them on for 
purposes of the affairs of the Hyderabad State 
Congress The contention, as such, on behalf of 
the defence is that no reliance should be placed 
on their evidence as their evidence does not 
amount to more than that of an ‘accomplice ’ 
There is nothing whatsoever on the record of the 
case to justify the inference that they had had any 
hand in regard to the offence or offences con- 
nected with the murder of IMahatraa Gandhi 

Nathuram V. Godse in his statement says that 
DiMtji Mahara) and Dada Mihara] gave evidence 
against him because they did not appre- 
ciate the assassination of Mahatma Gandhi. A 
person who was connected with some othpr offence 
or. offences and not with the offence or offences 
under inquiry or trial could not be held to be an 
‘ accomplice ’ in regard to the offence or offences 
under inquiry or trial No doubt. Dr u]i Mahara] 
and Dada i^Iaharaj admittedly had been dealing in 
arms, ammunition and CKplosives in connccuon 
with the affairs o^ the Hyderabad State This fact, 
in my opinion, goes to strengthen the prosecution 
version of the story that Nithuram V Godse and 
Narayan D Aptc did visit DiMtji Maharaj and 
Dada Mahara] with a view to obtaining a pistol 
or a revolver from them If they wanted a pistol 
or a revolver they could not have gone to a 
person who was above board in all respects with 
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a view to obtaining a pistoi ot a revolver from 
him. 

Charandas Meghji in his evidence says that at 
about 8-80 a.m. on 17-l-19i8 Digambar R, Badge 
along with two persons came to his house. 
Digambar R. Badge introduced them as ‘Godse’ 
and ‘Apte’ of the Hindu Rashtra. Narayan D. 
Apte then started a conversation with him in 
regard to the activities of the Hyderabad State 
Congress, and told him that he would hear about 
a miracle within about eight days. He further 
told him that they had planned everything and 
wanted some monetary help for the purpose. 
Narayan D. Apte asked himfor asum ofRs. 5,000. 
He asked him to come that day a little later. 

The same day when he came down after lunCh 
he found Narayan D. Apte waiting for him He 
told him that he had no money at the time. 
Narayan D. Apte asked him if he could pay him a 
loan of Rs. 5,000. He told him that it was not 
the practice of his factory to advance loans. 
Narayan D. Apte then implored him for at least 
some money. He then paid a sum of Rs. 1,000 
as donation to Narayan D. Apte. 

Nathuram V. Godse and Narayan D. Apte in 
their statements admit having visited Charandas 
Meghji. They deny having asked for or having 
collected any money from Charandas Meghji. 
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There appears to be no reason to suppose that 
Nathutam V. Godse and Narayan D Apte would 
have visited Charandas Meghji on more than one 
occasion for a purpose other than the purpose for 
which they had visited the various places that 
day 

It has already been mentioned earlier that 
Nathuram V Godse and Narayan D. Apte in 
their statements admit having collected a sum of 
Rs. 100 towards the affairs of the Hyderabad State 
Congress anda sum of Rs 1,000 from Mahadco G. 
Kale towards the Hindu Rashtra Prakashan Ltd. 
on 17-1 1948 

Aitappa K Kotian is the driver of the 
taxi in which the various visits arc said to 
have been made by Nathuram V Godse and 
Narayan D Apte along with Digambar R. Badge 
and Shankar Kistayya on 17 1 1918 Nathuram 
V. Godse and Narayan D. Apte m their statements 
admit having visited along with Digambar R 
Badge various places in a taxi to collect money 
on 17-1-1948. They do not specifically say that 
It was not the taxi of Aitappa K. Kotian in which 
they had so gone from place to place to collect 
money. They just say that they do not remember 
the number of the taxi or the face of the taxi- 
drivct 

Aitappa K. Kotian correctly picked up Nathu- 
ram V. Godse, Narayan D Apte, Shankar Kistayya 
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and Digambat R. Badge in the identification pro- 
ceedings and made no mistakes. 

There is thus no reason as to why implicit 
reliance be not placed on the evidence of Digam- 
bar R. Badge, Dixit)i Mahara), Dada Mahara) and 
Charandas Megh]i. The evidence of Ganpatrao 
B. Afjalpurkar and Mahadeo G. Kale is not in 
dispute, and stands admitted by Nathuram V. 
Godse and Narayan D. Apte. 

( 3 ) 

What Took Place in Delhi Till 
2J-1.1948 

The prosecution have filed in the bill book, 
the carbon duplicates of the credit vouchers and 
the day sheets of Jvfarma Hotel. The perusal of 
these documents goes to show that one peg of 
whisky was supplied on 17-1-1948, two pegs of 
whisky were supplied on 18-1-1948 and three 
extra teas were supplied on 20-1-1948 to the 
occupants of room No 40, / 1 ?., Nathuram V. 
Godse and Narayan D Apte. 

Govindram is a bearer at Marina Hotel. His 
evidence is to the effect that three days before the 
explosion incident he had seen Vishnu R. Kaikare, 
Gopal V, Godse and Digambar E. Badge in the 
room of Nathuram V Godse and Narayan D. Apte 
and that he had supplied in that room one peg of 
whisky that day and two pegs of whisky the 
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next day, which were consumed by Vishnu R 
Karkate. Martin Thaddeus is a clerk at the 
Manna Hotel His evidence is to the effect that 
during the period in question Vishnu R Karkare 
had once come to the hotel to see Nathuram 
V. Godse. Nam Singh is the head beater 
at Manna Hotel His evidence is to the eflfect 
that during the period in question Vishnu R 
Karkare and Shankar Kistayya had once taken tea 
in room No 40 He had served three extra teas 
that day in room No 40 

Gopal V Godse was at Kirkee (Poona), and 
took leave from his office from 17-1 1948 till 
24*1-1948 He could not accordingly have 
reached Delhi before the morning of 18-1-1948 
unless he came by plane from Bombay to Delhi - 
This IS clear from the G I P time-table in force 
then There is nothing on the record of the case 
to ‘■uggest that he came by plane from Bombay 
to Delhi 

Digambat R Badge along with Shankar Kistay- 
ya reached Delhi in the evening of 19-1-1948. 
Oopal V Godse and Digambar R Badge, in the 
circumstances, could not have been seen by 
Govindram three days before the explosion in- 
cident in the room of Nathuram V. Godse and 
Narayan D Apte. Vishnu R. Karkare reached 
Delhi at about noon on 17-1-1948 He could 
accordingly have been seen by Govindram three 
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days before the explosion incident in the room 
of Nathuram V. Godse and Narayan D. Apte. 

No doubt, Govindram appears to be a bit 
confused in regatd to the date when he says he 
saw Gopal V. Godse and Digambar R. Badge 
along with Nathuram V. Godse and Narayan D. 
Apte in Marina Hotel. On this basis alone his 
evidence could not possibly be discarded alto- 
gether. 

The evidence of Govindram then is challen- 
ged on behalf of the defence on the ground 
that his statement was recorded about two 
months after the explosion incident by the police. 
The police had to examine a large number of 
witnesses in the case. The witnesses belonged to 
jdifferent provinces and different States, and their 
examination could not have possibly been con- 
cluded by the police within a few weeks. The 
delay of about two months in examining Goviod- 
ram, in the circumstances, does not appear to be 
of much consequence 

Govindram correctly picked up Vishnu R. 
Karkare, Gopal V. Godse and Digambar R. 
Badge in the identification proceedings and made 
no mistakes. Martin Thaddeus also correctly 
picked up Vishnu R. Karkare in the idenOfication 
proceedings and made no mistakes. Nain Singh 
correctly picked up Vishnu R Karkare and Shan-^ 
kar Kistayya, and made )ust one mistake. 
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There is thus co reason as to why implicit 
reliance should not be placed on the evidence of 
Nam Singh, Govmdram and Martin Tbaddeus. 
The evidence of these witnesses already goes to 
establish the association of Nathutam V Godsc, 
Narayan D Apte Vishnu R Karkare, Gopal V 
Godse and Digambar R Badge during the period 
at the Manna Hotel 

Ramlal Dutt and Shanti Pcakash are partners 
in Sharif Hotel at Delhi The sum total of their 
evidence is to the effect that Vishnu R Karkare, 
Madalal K Pahwaand Shantaram A Amchclvar 
came and stayed in theirhotel from 17-1-1948 till 
19-1-194.8 Vishnu R Karkare stayed under the 
assumed name of ‘B M. Bias’ Ramlal Dutt m his 
evidence say^ that on 19-1 1948 Gopal V Godse 
came inquiring as to m what room Madanlal K 
Pahwa was staying. He had him sent to his room 
Shan I Prakash in his evidence says that on 
19 1-1948 Vishnu R Karkare came to the 
office along with Gopal V Godsc, and told him 
that he would be leaving his room a little later. 
He was allowed to do so on payment of some 
e\tta charge 

Shantaram A Amchekat admittedly was 
putting up during the period with Vishnu R 
Karkare and Madanlal K. Pahwa in the same room 
in Sharif Hotel His evidence is to the effect that 
he IS a refugee and had come to Delhi to get his 
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name registered at the traasfer bureau. He 
proceeded to the transfer bureau on 19-1-194:8. 
On his return from there he found Gopal V. 
Godse silting with Vishnu R. Karkare and 
Madanlal K. Pahwa in their room 

The evidence of Ramlal Dutt and Shanti 
Prakash is challenged on behalf of the defence 
on the ground that Ramlal Dut says that it was 
Madanlal K. Pahwa who had come for the exten- 
sion of time, while Shanti Prakash says that it was 
Vishnu R. Karkare who had come for the exten- 
sion of time. It is just possible that for the 
extension of time these two persons might have 
come just one after the other or both together. 
The discrepancy, if at aH, is a minor one and, in 
my opinion, not of much consequence. 

The evidence of Shantaram A. Amchekar 
then IS challenged on behalf of the defence on the 
ground that his statement was recorded about six 
weeks after the explosion incident by the police. 
The name of Shantaram A Amchekar as put 
down in the visitors’ register was read as 
*Amcha-ri’ There was accordingly some delay 
in getting him traced He was traced at Sawant- 
wadi on 4*3-194:8 He came to Bombay on 
-8-3-1948, and his statement was recorded the 
same day by Mr. J. D. Nagarwala. The delay 
of about SIX weeks in examining Shantaram A. 
Amchekar, in the ciccamstinces, does not appear 
to be of much consequence. 
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Ramlal Dutt, Shanti Prakash and Shantaram 
A Amchekar correctly picked up Gopal V. 
Godse m the identification proceedings and made 
no mistakes 

There is thus no reason as to why implicit 
reliance should not be placed on the evidence of 
Ramlal Dutt, Shanti Prakash and Shantaram A. 
Amchekar The evidence of these witnesses 
clearly goes to establish the association of Vishnu 
R Katkare, Madanlal K. Pahwa and Gopal V 
Godse at the time at the Sharif Hotel 

Mehar Singh is a forest guard under tte 
Central Public Works Department . t New 
Delhi His evidence is to the effect that on the 
day of the explosion incident at about H 00 a m 
along with two other forest guards he was on a 
beat. He came across Narayan D, Apte, tshankar 
Kistayya, Gopal V. Godse and Digimbar R. 
Badge at a distance of about three furlongs behind 
the Hindu Arahasabha Bhawan, He asked them 
why they were walking there They replied that 
they were tourists and were strolling about 

Mchar Singh picked up Narayan D. Aptc, 
Shankar Kistayya, Gopal V Godse and Digambar 
R Badge in the indcntificrtion proceedings and 
made no mistakes 

There is thus no reason as to why implicit 
reliance should not be placed on the evidence of 
Mclut Singh. The evidence of the witness goes 
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to establish the association of Nacayan D. Apte, 
Shankar Kistayj^a, Gopal V. Godse and Digambar 
R Badge at the time in the jangle behind the 
Hindu Mahasabha Bhawan. 

Surjit Singh is a taxi driver His evidence is 
to the effect that on 20-1-1918, at about 4 4-13 p m. 
he was wa'ting at the taxi-stand nea Regal Cinema. 
He picked up four persons from there. They 
were Xarayan D. Apte, Shankar Kistayya, Gopal 
V. Godse and Digambar R Badge He took those 
persons fitit near the Birla Mandir The persons 
got down from the taxi there. They then came 
back, and he was asked to take the taxi to the 
back of Birla House by Narayrn D Aptc. Digam- 
bar R. Badge was occupying the front scat and 
the other three persons the back scat. 

The passengers got down there and proceeded 
tow>rds the servants-quarters of Birh House 
They met two or three persons in the wy and 
began talking to them. He then left the taxi 
nid proceeded to the prayer-ground He came 
back to the t xt after 10-20 inmutcs Soon there- 
after the pis'cngers also came back to the taai 
Digambar R Badge, who had sat on the front scat 
did not come back and in his place some other 
person came and sat on the front seat. Tnh per- 
■^oa was Nathuram V. Go'he Tne passen 'cr5 
cd him, ^Statc the car, start the car.' He '-tar- 
red the car immediate!/. He then heard the sound 
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of aa explosion either jast before or just after 
starting the taxi. On his way back he had three 
or four persons in h s taxi and dropped them at 
the Connaught Place 

Sm Sulochana resides at a short distance from 
the back of Birla House Her evidence is to the 
effect that on the day of the explosion incident at 
about 5-00 p m , she came to the back of Birla 
House to fetch her son who had gone to play 
there. She saw a 'moongiya' coloured car coming 
and stopping on the other side of the circular 
space in front of the servants-quarters The pas- 
sengers sitting therein got down fron the other 
side of the car and came out from behind the car. 
They met 2-3 persons They then ail entered the 
gate leading to Birla House. Tney were talking 
among themselves. 

One of the persons had a talk with Chhotu- 
ram who was sitting in front of his quarters at 
the time She then saw a person going to the 
place where the ‘bomb’ exploded later. He had 
come from towards where the car was standing 
He placed a ‘bomb’ there and lighted it with a 
match-stick. She saw sparks coming out of the 
string attached to the ‘bomb ’ After the explo- 
sion of the ‘bomb’ a number of persons collected 
there The persons who had come from tovards 
prayer-ground inquired of her as to what had 
happened 
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She pointed them out the person who had 
placed the ‘bomb’ there and had lighted it. He was 
caught hold of then and there Madanlal K. 
Pahwa is the per:>on who had so exploded the 
‘bomb’. Nathuram V. Godse, Narayan D. Apte 
and Digambar R. Badge were among the persons 
who had come m the car, and were talking with 
Madanlal K. Pahwa. 

Chhoturam is a car-cleaner and lives in the 
servants-quarters of Birla House. His evidence 
IS to the effect that on the day a little before 
the explosion incident he was sitting on a 
‘takhat’ in front of his room. Bhur Singh at the 
time was standing at some distance from him. He 
saw a car coming that way and stopping opposite 
the circular space. The car was of ‘moongiya’ 
colour. Four persons got down from the other 
side of the car, walked behind the car and met 
3-4 persons. 

They then began talking among themselves 
and came in front of his quarters. They were in 
groups of two or three. They made two or three 
rounds in front of his quarters. One of them 
came to him and began talking to him. That 
person asked him to allow him to take a photo- 
graph of Mahatma Gandhi through the lattice-work 
in his room. He asked him as to what he would 
get by taking a photograph through the lattice- 
work. That person again pressed him to allow 
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him to take a photograph through the littice-work 
and tried to offer him some mone 7 That person 
had a bag m his haad, which appeared to contain 
something heavy Taat person felt disappointed, 
and went back to his companions 

One of those persons then proceeded towards 
the place, where the explosion took place later. 
He heard the explosion soon thereafter, and 
hurried to the place of the explosion When 
the ‘bomb’ exploded the persons, who were stand- 
ing at the gate, had hurried towards the car. 
Sulochana was standing at the place where the 
explosion incident had taken place, and pointed out 
a person and said that it was he who had set fire to 
something which he had placed there That 
person was caught hold of then and there, and 
IS Madanlal K Pahwa Vishnu R Karkaic is the 
person who had asked him to allow him to take 
a photograph of Mahatma Gandhi. Nathuram 
V, Godse, Narayan D. Apte and Shankar Kistayya 
arc the persons who were seen walking in front 
of the servants-quarters along with others. 

Bhur Singh is a watchman and lives in the 
servants-quarters of Bitla House His evidence 
IS to the effect that on 20-1*1948 a Iitlle before 
the prayer time he was standing m front of his 
room. Chhoturam was sitting on a ‘takhat’ at the 
time. A car came and stopped on the other side 
of the circular space Aoout 3 4 persons got 
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down from the car. About 2-3 persons were 
standing in the circular space. They all then 
began talking among themselves, passed in front 
of him and proceeded towards the prayer-ground. 
About 6-6 minutes later first 3-4 persons and then 
2-3 persons came back. 

One of them proceeded towards Chhoturam, 
and asked him if he could take a photograph of 
Mahatma Gandhi from inside his room Cbhotu- 
ram did not allow him to do so. That person 
then tried to offer some money to Chhoturam. 
That person had a bag in his hand, and after the 
talk pcoceeded towards where his other com- 
panions were standing at the time. He then 
entered his room, put on his uniform and pro 
ceededtothe prayer ground. About 4-5 minutes 
later he heard the explosion of a ‘bomb*. He 
rushed to the scene of the explosion. 

Sm. Sulochana was there and told him that 
a person had placed something at that place and 
had Ignited it with a match-stick. She then 
pointed out that person and that person was- 
caught hold of then and there. The person so 
arrested was Madanlal K, Pahwa. Nathuram V. 
Godse, Narayan D Apte, Vishnu R. Karkare 
Madanlal K Pahwa, Gopal V. Godse and Digam- 
bar R. Badge were the persons, whom he had 
seen strolling in front of his quarters and talking 
among themselves. 
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Surjit Singh came first m contact with the 
police on 4*2 1948. Sardar Jaswant Singh re- 
quired a taxi on 4-2-1948, and sent for one. 
Surjit Singh came with the taxi The taxi was of 
‘moongiya’ colour and had a jungla’on its top Sar- 
dar Jaswant tingh thereon asked if he was at 
Birla House on the day of the explosion incident, 
and thereafter recorded his statement. It is clear 
from the other evidence on the record of the case 
that the police were already on the lookout for a 
‘moongiya’ coloured car with a ‘jungla’ at its top. 

The discrepancies in the statements of Sm 
Sulochana. Chhoturam and Bhur Singh in my 
opinion, are not of much consequence and no 
adverse inference on the basis thereof could be 
drawn by the Court After all, it must be rcaliacd 
that none of the witnesses at the time suspected 
any foul play None of them accordingly could 
have kept an eye on the persons from the moment 
they got down from the taxi and till the moment 
they left the place and went away m the taxi The 
witnesses would have tried to recollect only after 
the explosion incident whom they had seen and 
what they had heard them saying prior to the 
explosion incident at the back of the Birla House. 

The presence of Sm. Sulochana at the spot is 
not denied on behalf of the defence The fact that 
Chhoturam and Bhur Singh reside in the servants- 
quaricrs of the Birh House is also not denied on 
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behalf of the defence. It may also be mentioned 
here that the statements of Sm. Sulochana, 
Chhoturam and Bhur Singh were recorded almost 
just after the explosion incident at Birla House 

The evidence on behalf of the prosecution 
shows that the persons got down fro n the other 
side of the car, proceeded to the back of the car 
and then came out to the circular space. There 
were some persons ah eady standing in the circular 
space. These facts might have given impression 
to the witnesses that the persons who came out of 
the car and the persons who were already 
standing in the circular space from before had all 
come out of the car. 

Sutjit Singh correctly picked up Nathuram 
V Godse, Narayan D. Apte, Gopal V. Godse and 
Digambar R. Badge in the identification pro- 
ceedings and made no mistakes. Sm Sulochana 
correctly picked up Nathuram V. Godse, Narayan 
D. Apte and Digambar R. Badge in the identifica- 
tion proceedings and made no mistakes. Chhou- 
turam correctly picked up Nathuram V. Godse. 
Narayan D. Apte, Vishnu R. Karkare and Shankar 
Kistayya, and made two mistakes. Bhur Singh 
correctly picked up Nathuram V. Godse, Narayan 
D. Apte, Vishnu R. Karkare, MadanlalK. Pahwa, 
Gopal V. Godse, and Digambar R. Badge and 
made no mistakes. 

There is thus no reason as to why implicit 
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reliance should not be placed on the evidence of 
Surjit Singh, Sm Sulochana, Chhoturam and Bhur 
Singh The evidence of these witnesses clearl 7 
goes to establish tne association of Nathuram V. 
Godse, Narayan D Apte, Vishnu R. Karkare, 
Madanlal K Pahwa, Shankar Kistayya, Gopal V 
Godse and Digambar R Badge at the time at 
Birla House 

Ram Prakash is the manager of Hindu Frontier 
Hotel at Delhi His evidence is to the effect that 
two persons came and stayed in the hotel under 
the name of ‘Gopalan’ and ‘G M Joshi’ on 20-1- 
1948 and that those persons are Gopal V Godse 
and Vishnu R Karkare If it is taken for granted 
just for arguments* sake that ‘Gopalan^is no person 
other than Gopal V Godse^ than, in view of the 
other evidence on behalf of the prosecution 
on the record of the case, he could not pos- 
sibly have been at Flindu Frontier Hotel at about 
4-00 p m The distance between Marina Hotel 
and Hindu Frontier Hotel is about 3-4 miles If 
Gopal V Godse went to Hindu Frontier Hotel 
after the explosion incident, then he could not 
have been there before G 30 p m 

Ram Prakash correctly identified Vishnu R 
Karkare and Gopil V Godse in the identification 
proceedings and made no mistakes. If any reli- 
ance IS to be placed on identification by him, 
then It would simply mean that Gopal V. Godse 
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went to Hindu Ftontier Hotel after the explosion 
incident and obtained a room there sometime after 
6-30 p m. It thus appears to me not very unlikely 
that Ram Praksh at the instance of Gopal V Godse 
put down the time of his arrival at the hotel 
wrongly. Ram Prakash is not prepared to come 
out with the real truth. No inference one way 
or the other, in the circumstances, could possibly 
be drawn on the evidence of such a witness. 

G) 

Evidence re • What took place at Bombay 
TILL 27-1-1948 

Nathuram V. Godse and Narayn D. Apte got 
a two-bed room reserved in Elphinstone Annexe 
Hotel, Bombay, from 24-1 1948 till 27-1 1948 
This portion of the evidence is not m dispute, and 
also stands admitted in their statements by Nathu- 
ram V. Godse and Natajan D. Apte. Govinda 
V. Malekar is a bearer in the hotel. His evidence 
is to the effect that Gopal V. Godse had once come 
at about 9-00 p.m. to see Nathuram V. Godse 
and Narayan D. Apte. The visitor had probably 
come on 25-1-1948, and had not come on 26-1- 
1948. The other evidence produced on behalf 
of the prosecution, which will be discussed later, 
goes to show that Nathuram V. Godse and 
Narayan D. Apte and Vishnu R. Karkare along 
with Gopal V, Godse were at Thana on 25-1-1948 
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at about 9 00 p tn It accordingly appears to me 
that Gopal V Godse, if he visited Nathuram V 
Godse and Narayan D Apte in Elphinstonc 
Annexe Hotel, must have visited them on 24-1- 
1948 

Gopal V Godse was on leave till 23-1-1948 
and rejoined h s duty at Ktrkee (Poona) on 26-1- 
1948 as 24-1-1948 was a holiday and 25-1-1948 
was a Sunday. This is clear from the evidence 
of Leslie V Pounde. 

Govinda V. Malekar correctly identified Naihu- 
ram V Godse, Narayan D Apte and Gopal V 
Godse in the identification proceedings and made 
no mistakes 

There is thus no reason as to why implicit 
reliance be not placed on the evidence of Govinda 
V Malekar. The evidence of the witness clearly 
goes to establish the association of Nathuram V 
Godse, Narayan D Apte and Gopal V Godse at 
Bombay on 24-1-1948 

G M. Joshi IS the proprietor of Shiiraji Prin- 
ting Press at Dadar, and resides at Phana Vasant 
G. Joshi IS his son. His evidence is to the effect 
that Vishnu R. Karkarc came to his house on 
25-1-1948 at about 5 30 am. There was then 
some talk between Vishnn R. Karkarc and G Ivl. 
Joshi. G. M Joshi wrote down something on 
a piece of paper, and asked him to dispatch that 



message from the Central Telegraph Office 
at Bombay He came to Bombay, reproduced the 
message on a telegraph form and handed it over 
at the counter of the Central Telegraph Office. 
Gopal V Godse came to his house at about 4 pm. 
Nathuram V Godse and Narayan D. Apte also came 
to his house at about 9 p.m Nathuram V Godse, 
Narayan D. Apte, Vishnu R. Katkare and Gopal 
V. Godse then sat down together and had some 
talk. Nathuram V. Godse and Narayan D. Apte 
left his house about half an hour later. Gopal 
V, Godse also left for Poona. Vishnu R. Karkare 
left his house the next day. 

G. M. Joshi was cited as a witness on behalf 
of (he prosecution, and was ultimately not pro- 
duced It has, as such, been contended on behalf 
of the defence that no reliance should be placed 
on the evidence of Vasant G. Joshi It is admit- 
ted by Narayan D Apte that he did stay with G. 
M. Joshi from 5-2-1948 till 13 2-1948 with a 
break of 2-3 days. It is also admitted by Vishnu 
R. Karkare that he did visit G. M. Joshi on 2-4 
occasions during the penod between 5 and 1 3-2- 
1948. The reason for non-production of G. M. 
Joshi as a witness on behalf of the prosecution, 
in the circumstances, is quite obvious and in no 
way adversely affects the prosecution case 

There is thus no reason as to why implicit 
reliance be not placed on the evidence of Vasant 
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G Joshi The evidence of the witness clearly 
goes to establish the association of Natburam V 
Godse, Natayan D Apte, Vishnu R. Karkare and 
Gopal V. Godse at the time at Thana. 

The evidence of Dada Jslahara) is to the effect 
that Natburam V Godse and Narayan D Apte 
came to see him on the morning of 26-1- 19iS 
They asked him to hand them over a revolver 
asked for previously and, if not, at least to pay 
them the price of one. He asked them why they 
paiticularly wanted a revolver They told him 
that he would see as to what they were goiag to 
do with It He refused to hand them over a 
revolver 

The evidence of Di\it)i hlahara] is to the effect 
that Natburam V Godse and Narayan D. Apte 
came to see hin on the morning of 2i3-l-19iS 
They asked him for a revolver and told him that 
they wanted a revolver as it would be unsafe to 
travel without one beyond Delhi He told them 
that his health did not permit him to help them 
in the matter They then insisted that be must 
do something in getting a revolver procured by 
the evening They (old him that Dada IMahara) 
had promised them a revolver During the coarse 
of the conversation Narayan D Apte took a 
revolver from Natburam V Godse and showed 
It to him Narayan D Apte told him that the 
price of the revolver was Rs. 325 and that they 
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wanted one more revolver. He, however, put them 
o£F. His evidence is further to the effect that 
Nathuram V. Godse again approached him that 
evening in the meeting held in regard to the 
affairs of the Jaiselmer State, and asked him if he 
had made any arrangements about the ‘thing.’ 
Dixitji Maharaj told him that he had made no 
arrangements 

Nathuram V. Godse and Narayan D. Apte in 
their statements admit having visited _ Dada 
Mahaiai and Dixitji Mahataj on the morning of 
26-1-1948. Nathuram V. Godse also admits 
having met Dixitji Maharaj m the meeting held in 
regard to the affairs of the Jaiselmer State in the 
evening of 26-1-1948. No doubt, the evidence 
of Dada Maharaj and Dixitjt Maharaj to the effect 
stands uncorroborated But in view of what 
has already been stated in regard to the other 
portion of their evidence, there appears to be no 
reason as to why implicit reliance be also not 
placed on their evidence to the effect. 

It 13 thus clear that Nathuram V. Godse and 
Narayan D Apte were still in search of a revolver 
on 26 1-1948 

( 5 ) 

VIDENCB RE ’ T HE PRESENCE OF ApTE AND 

Karkare at Delhi 

Sundari Lai was the clerk in charge of the 
booking office at the Delhi Main Railway Station 
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at mid-day on 29-1-1948 His evidence is to the 
effect that Nathuram V. Godse came to him and 
asked him for the reservation of a retiring room. 
No retiring room was vacant at the time He 
asked Nathuram V Godse to come a little later 
as a retiring room was to fall vacant by then 
Nathuram V Godse along with Narayan D Apte 
then went to the booking office at about 1-00 
p.m A retiring room had fallen vacant by then 
He allotted Nathuram V. Godse Room No 6 
Nathuram V Godse got the room reserved m the 
name of ‘N Vioayakrao ’ 

His evidence is further to the effect that Nathu- 
ram V. Godse along with Narayan D Apte came 
to him on 30-1-1948 and asked for an extension 
of time He told Nathuram V Godse that no 
extension of time could be gi'^en without the 
permission of the Station Superintendent Nathu- 
ram V. Godse and Narayan 1) Apte then went 
away He did not receive the key and so he 
went to the retiring room to see whether it had 
been vacated or not He saw Nathuram V Godse 
and Narayan D Apte sitting and Vishnu R Kar- 
karc standing in the retiring room He asked 
Nathuram V Godse to vacate the room as the 
time had expired. Nathuram V Godse asked 
Vishnu R. Karkarc to tie up the bedding He 
came back after the luggage had been taken out 
of the retiring room. 
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Had Kishan is the bearer of the retiring room 
at the Delhi Main Railway Station His evidence is 
to the effect that Nathuram V. Godse along with 
two persons had stayed in Room No. 6 on 29- 
1-1948 and 30-1-1948. Vishnu R. Karkare was 
one of these two persons. Nathuram V Godse 
gave him some clothes for getting washed, and 
he got them washed through Jannu Nathuram V 
Godse and his two companions left room No 6 
at about 1-30 p.m. on 30-1-1948. 

Jannu is the shoe-black at the Delhi Main Rail- 
way Station His evidence is to the effect that three 
persons bad stayed in Room No. 6 at the Delhi 
Main Railway Station on 29 and 30-1-1948. Nathu- 
ram V Godse, Narayan D. Apte and Vishnu R. 
Karkare were those three persons. He polished 
the shoes of Nathuram V. Godse He also got 
some clothes of Nathuram V. Godse washed, and 
was paid a sum of Rs. 2 by Han Kishan. 

In the various identification proceedings held, 
Sundari Lai correctly identified Nathuram V. 
Godse, Narayan D Apte and Vishnu R. Karkare. 
Han Kishan correctly identified Nathuram V. 
Godse and Vishnu R Karkare and Jannu correctly 
identified Nathuram V. Godse, Narayan D. Apte 
and Vishnu R. Karkare. Sundan Lai and Jannu 
made no mistakes, while Han Kishan made one 
mistake. 

Narayan D. Apte in his statement says that 
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he left Gwalior direct for Bombay aod did not 
come back with Natburam V Godse at Delhi He 
reached Bombay on the morning of 30 1-1948. 
He left bis luggage in the Cloak Room at the 
Victoria Terminus Railway Station, and spent the 
day at ihe Refugee Camp He went back to the 
V.T. Railway Station at about 9-15 p.m , and 
learnt that Mahatma Gandhi had been assassinated 
by Nathuram V Godse 

He met Vishnu R Karkareat the V T Railway 
Station on the motning of 31 1 1948 He then 
proceeded to see and consult Mr Jamnadas Mehta. 
He got down at the Grant Road Railway Station, 
and met one Miss Manorama Salvi near the Tele- 
graph Office, He asked her to dispatch a telegram 
to the effect “Secretary, Hindu Mahasabha, Delhi 
—Arriving Delhi to arrange Godsc’s Defence.” 
She wrote the telegram, and dispatched it in 
his presence. He took the telegram receipt 
from her. He thereafter saw some counsel other 
than Mr. Jamnadas Mehta aod then Mr Jamnadas 
JSIehta 

Vishnu R Karkarc in bis statement says that he 
mctNarayan D Aptc at the V T. Railway Station 
on 31-1-1948. He then came to know that 
Mahatma Gandhi had been assassinated by Kathu- 
lam V. Godse Narayan D Aptc appeared nervous, 
and be also felt nervous. There was a rumour 
.afloat that the Brahmins, specially those b. longing 
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to the Hindu Mahasabha, were behind the 
assassination of Mahatma Gandhi. He was a 
worker of the Hindu Mahasabha, and so he had 
felt nervous. Narayan D. Apte told him that 
he was going to a post office to dispatch a tele- 
gram and consult his pleader how Nathuram V. 
Godse should be helped. 

Narayan D. Apte and Vishnu R. Karkare were 
arrested by the police at Pyrkes Apollo Hotel, 
Bombay, on 14 2 1948 by Bhalchand A. Haldjpur. 
A search was made of the person of the two 
individuals and their room and a number of arti- 
cles were recovered. Machael P Carey and John 
Freitas are the ‘panches’ in regard to the search. 
Narayan D. Apte and Vishnu R. Karkare in iheir 
statement admit the recovery of the articles as 
mentioned therein from their possession at the 
time 

Ex. D/5— D/9 are some of the articles so 
recovered, and have been brought on record of 
the case at the instance of Narayan D Apte and 
Vishnu R. Karkare to show that they could not 
have been at Delhi on 30 1-1948. Ex. D/5, D/6, 
l)/8 and D/9 ate Bombay suburban railway tic- 
kets, dated 30 1-1948 and 31-1-1948. Ex. U/7 is a 
telegram receipt, dated 31-1-1948 issued from the 
Grant Road Telegraph Office (Bombay). The 
contention, as such, on behalf of the defence is 
that the possession of these tickets and this receipt 
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by Narayan D Apte and Vishnu R. Karkare goes 
to show that Narayan D Apte and Vishnu R 
Karkare were at Bombay on 30-1-1948 and 
31-1-1948 and could not have been at Delhi on 
30-1-1948. 

The mere fact that certain tickets beaiiog 
certain dates were recovered from the possession 
of the accused by itself in no way goes to show 
that the accused themselves had travelled under 
those tickets One could always easily manage 
to collect subsequently such one-day or two day 
old tickets 

The prosecution, on the other hand, have 
produced sufficient evidence to show that some 
of these tickets had even been collected by the 
authorities concerned at the destination and their 
numbers entered m the register kept for the 
purpose. 

The statement of Narayan I K Apte in regard 
to the poisession of the telegram receipt has 
already been given earlier The telegram receipt 
13 said to have been obtained by Narayan D Apte 
from Miss Manor ma Salvi at Bombay on .STl- 
1948. On the mere production of the telegram 
receipt no inferences one way or the oiher could 
possibly be drawn as to what were the contents of 
telegram dispatched, who had dispatched the 
telegram, what were the circumtances under which 
the telegram had been dispatched and whether the 
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telegram had been dispatched iq the presence of 
Narayan D. Apte. Miss Manormi Salvi was exit 
mined under Section 164 of the Cr. P. C. before 
a Magistrate, and was cited as a witness on behalf 
of the prosecution. She, however, was not pro- 
duced as a witness on behalf of the prosecution 
on the ground that she would not depose the truth 
as she was on terms of intimacy with Narayan D 
Apte. If Narayan D. Apte wanted to rely on her 
evidence fur his alibi, he should have pro- 
duced her as a witness on his behalf before the 
Court. 

The recovery of the various tickets relating 
to the relevant period and the recovery of the 
telegram receipt also relating to the relevant 
period from the possession of the accused accord- 
ingly establishes nothing. If it establishes any- 
thing at all, then it establishes guilty knowledge 
on the part of Narayan 1). Apte and Vishnu R. 
Karkare 

Narayan D. Apte then has filed in court 
through his council a letter, an envelope and a 
photo Narayan D. Apte in his statement says 
that he was at Poona from 8-2-1948, till 10-2- 
1948. He had a look at his correspondence, and 
came across an envelope. He opened the 
envelope and found a letter and a photo therein — 
Ex. D/115 and D/117. The letter and the 
envelope were in the hand of Nathuram V. 
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Godse. The post-mark on the envelope was 
‘Delhi 30-1-1948’. HethoughtExs D/115-~D/117 
were precious to him, and kept them m his per- 
sonal custody. Before proceeding to the Pyrkes 
Apollo Hotel on 13-2-1918, he deposited Exs 
D/115 — D/117 with a friend of his at Bombay 
with instructions that those documents when re- 
quired be handed over to him. He says in his 
written statement that these documents were later 
handed over under his instructions to his counsel 
for purposes of his defence. 

Even if It be taken for granted )ust for argu- 
ments’ sake that the letter and the envelope are in 
the band of Nathuram V. Godse, then this fact by 
Itself in no way would mean that it was this letter 
that had been posted in the envelope on ^0 1-1948 
The envelope is addressed to ‘Daily Hindu Rash- 
tra. Post Box No £93, Lakshmi Road, Poona 
No. 2’ The letter is addressed personally to 
Narayan D. Apte It does not stand to reason 
that a letter of the nature would have been posted 
in an envelope beating the name of the office 
and not bearing the personal name of Narayan 
D. Apte. Even if it be again taken just for argu- 
ments’ sake that the letter had been posted in the 
envelope at Delhi on 3 01-1948 then there was 
nothing to have prevented Narayan D. Apte from 
getting an alibi for himself created by having such 
a letter posted through Nathuram V. Godse at 
Delhi on 30-1-1948. 
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It appears to me more likely that Nathuram V, 
Godse posted a letter in an envelope m connection 
with some official dealings to the Daily Hindu 
Rashtra on 30-1-1948. A letter was subsequently 
obtained by Narayan D. Apte from Nathuram V. 
Godse while in custody through the connivance 
of someone, and passed on to a friend again 
through the connivance of someone. It may be 
mentioned here that Mr. J. D. Nagarvala in his 
evidence says that one Lance Naik fCadam was- 
suspended for being an intermediary between the 
accused and the outsiders. Lance Naik Kadam 
was found carrying Apte’s letter to Miss Mano- 
rama Salvi. The perusal of the letter shows that 
it has been written more for purposes of establish- 
ing the alibi of Narayan D. Apte than for any- 
thing else. On 30'1'1948 Nathuram V Godse 
could not have visualized what the prosecution 
case would be and what the defence should be 
His attention that day would have all throughout 
been directed towards what he was going to do 
that evening at the Birla House. 

There is thus no reason as to why implicit 
reliance be not placed on the evidence of Sundari 
Lai, Hari Kishan and Jannu. The evidence of 
these witnesses clearly goes to establish the pre- 
sence of Narayan D. Apte and Vishnu R. Karkare 
along with Nathuram V. Godse at the Delhi Main. 
Railway Station on 29 and 30-1-1948. 
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<e) 

Evidence Re What took place at 
Bombay after 30-1-1948 
Narayan D Apte took a two-bed room in the 
Elphinstone Annexe Hotel, Bompay from 3-2- 
1948 till 5 2-19 18 He stayed under the assumed 
name of ‘D. Narayanrao ’ These facts are not in 
dispute, and also s^and admitted in his statement 
by Narayan D. Apte 

Kashmirilal is the proprietor and Govinda V 
Malekar is a beater of Elphinstone Annexe Hotel. 
Kashmirilal in his evidence says that he received 
a message on phone on 6-2 *1943 inquiring as to 
who had stayed in Room No 6 of his hotel on 
24-1-1948 He consulted his register and also 
inquired of Govinda V. Malekar as to who had 
stayed in Room No 6 on 24-1-1948 Govinda V. 
Malekar told him that one of the two persons 
who were putting up in Room No 5 at the time 
looked like one who had stayed in Room No 0 
on 24-1-1948. The two persons putting up in 
Room No 5 then happened to be present in the 
gallery at the time. One of them came up to him 
and asked him as to what the matter was He 
told him that it did not concern him. The two 
persons soon thereafter left the Hotel and went 
away. Govinda V. Malekar in his evidence fully 
corroborates Kashmirilal, and further says that the 
two persons who were putting up m Room No 5 
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then were Narayaa D. Apte and Vishnu R. 
Karkare. 

Kashmirilal correctly identified Natayan D 
Apte in the identification proceedings and made 
no mistakes. Govinda V Malekar correctly 
identified Narayan D. Apte and Vishnu R 
Karkare in the identification proceedings and 
made no mistakes. Not a single question m cross- 
examination has been put to Kashmirihl. 

There is thus no reason as to why implicit re- 
liance be not placed on the evidence of Kashmirilal 
and Govinda V. Malekar. 

Narayan D. Apte stayed at the house of G. M, 
Joshi at Thana from 5-2-1948 till 13 2-1948 with 
a break of two days. This fact is not in dispute, 
and has also been admitted in his statement by 
Narayan D. Apte. 

Vasant G. Joshi is the son of G M. Joshi, and 
his evidence is to the effect that both Narayan D. 
Apte and Vishnu R. Karkare had stayed at his 
house from 5-2-1948 till 13-2-1948 with a break 
of two days. Vishnu R. Karkare in his statement 
denies having so stayed at the house of G. M. 
Joshi at Thana. He, however, admits having gone 
a few times during the period to see G. M. Joshi 
at Thana. The evidence of Vasant G Joshi has 
already been relied on in connection with another 
mcident earlier. There, accordingly, appears to 
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be no reason as to why his evidence in regard to 
this very incident be also not relied on. 

There is thus no reason as to why implicit 
reliance be not placed on the evidence of Vasant 
G Joshi. 


H) 

Evidence Re What took place at 
Gwalior 

Ghariba and Jumma ply tongas on hire at 
Gwalior, and the sum total of their evidence is 
that they picked up Nathucam V Godse and 
Narayan D Apte from the Gwalior Railway Station 
on 2'’-l-1948 at about 11-30 p. m. and dropped 
them at the house of Dattatraya S Parchuce 
Madhusudan G Golvalkar is a booking clerk at 
the Gwalior Railway Station, and his evidence 
says that on 27-1 1948 Delhi-Madras Express 
reached Gwalior at 22 38 hours and the Bombay- 
Amritsar Express reached Gwalior at 23.60 hours. 
Nathuram V Godse and Narayan 1) Apte in their 
statements admit havm> gone from Delhi to 
Gwalior but on 28-1-1948. Dattatraya S Parchute 
,m his statement denies Nathuram- V. Godse and 
Narayan D. Apte h iving come to his house on 
27-1 1948 

Ghanba correctly picked up Nathuram V. 
Godse and Narayan D Apte and Jumma correctly 
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picked up Nathuiam V Godse m the identifica- 
tion ptoceedings. Ghatiba made no mistakes and 
Jumma made one mistake. 

There is thus no reason as to why the evidence 
of Madhusudan G. Golvalkat, Ghariba and Jumma 
be not relied on The evidence of these witnesses 
clearly goes to establish that Nathuram V Godse 
and Narayan D. Apte went to the house of Dattat- 
raya S. Parchure on 27-1-1948. 

Jagdish Prasad Goel in his evidence says that 
he visited the dispensary of Dattatraya S. Parchure 
on 28-1-1948 at about 10-30 a.m. He had been 
summoned there a little earlier by a servant of 
Dattatraya S Parchure. He did not meet Dattat- 
raya S. Parchure but met Nathuram V. Godse and 
Narayan D Apte. 

Madhukat K. Kale in his evidence says that he 
happened to go to the house of Dattatraya S 
Parchure that day at about 12-30 p. m He saw 
Dattatraya S Parchure sitting on an easy chair in 
the hall. There were three more persons in the hall, 
and one of them was Gangadhar S. Dandwate 
(absconder) He did not know who the other two 
persons were, and subsequently learnt that they 
were Nathuram V. Godse and Narayan D. Apte. 
Nathuram V. Godse and Narayan D Apte had 
country-made revolvers in their hands, and were 
trying to press their triggers but could not do so 
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They then asked Gangadhat S. Dandwate to 
arrange for a pistol for them. Gangadhat S. 
Dandwate said that the two revolvers were in a 
serviceable condition and that he could show 
them how to press their triggers Gangadhat S. 
Dandwate then took Nathuram V. Godse and 
Narayan D Apte to the court-yard He also ac- 
companied them there Gangadhat S Dandwate 
got a cartridge from Nathuram V. Godse and 
Narayan D Apte. loaded one revolver and filed it 
in the sky Nathuram V Godse and Narayan D 
Apte thereafter again tried to fire the revolver 
after reloading it, but could not succeed. They 
asked Gangadhat S. Dandwate to get them a good 
revolver They said that they were in a hurry to 
get a revolver as their party had already Ieft_ and 
they were to leave by 2 30 3 00 p m train. 

Gangadhat S. Dandwate said that he could 
arrange for a revolver by evening and that thev 
could leave by the night train. Nathuram V. 
Godse and Narayan D. Apte agreed to stay till the 
evening. They all then proceeded to the upper - 
storey of the house of Dattatraya S. Parchure 
Gangadhat S Dandwate suggested to Dattatraya 
S Parchate that he should hand over his pistol to 
Nathuram V. Godse and Narayan D Apte Dattat- 
laya S Patclmte said that he was not such a fool 
as to hand over his pistol to them. 

Jagdish Prasad Goel m his evidence further 
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says that Gangadhar S. Dandwate came to him 
that day at about 9 00 p. m. and told him that a 
pistol was required by Nathuram V. Godse and 
asked him to sell his pistol to him for a sum of 
Rs. 500. He handed over Eis pistol to him with 
seven rounds of ammunition in it Gangadhar S. 
Dandwate came to him that day again at about 
10.00 p m. and handed over to him a country- 
made revolver and a sum of Rs. 300 He refused 
to accept the offer, and asked him either to pay a 
sum of Rs. 500 or to hand him back his pistol. 

Madhukar K. Kale correctly picked up Nathu* 
ram V. Godse and Narayan D. Apte m the identi- 
fication pEoceedings and made no mistakes 

There is thus no reason as to why the evidence 
of Madhukar K. Kale and Jagdish Prasad Goel be 
not relied on. The evidence of the witnesses 
clearly goes to establ sh that Dattatraya S Par- 
chure got a pistol procured for Nathuram V. 
Godse and Narayan D. Apte through Gangadhat 
S Dandwate (absconder). 

Jaganoath Singh in his evidence says that he 
visited Dattatraya S. Parchure at his house on 
31-1-1948 at about 11-00 a.m. He had gone 
there with a view to discuss with him to mahe 
a joint demand for a share m the Ministry. Dattat- 
raya S Parchure told him that something was 
going to be completed in about a week and that 


184 



he would thereafter discuss what steps were to be 
taken to get a share m the Ministry 

Madhukar K Kale in his evidence says that he 
met Dattacraya S, Parchure at about 6-00 p m 
on 30-1-1948 in front of Macahta Boarding House 
He told Dattatraya S Parchure that it had been 
heard on radio that Mahatma Gandhi was dead 
Dattatraya S Parchure thereon inquired of him 
whether Mahatma Gandhi had died or had been 
murdered He said that the news received was 
that of his death and that it was not clear whether 
he had died or bad been murdered They then 
came to the dispensary of Dattatraya S Parchure. 
Madhukar B Khire also came to the dispensary 
of Dattatraya S. Parchure. A rumour m the 
meantime became afloat that Mahatma Gandhi 
had been assassinated He then left for his house. 

Madhukar B. Kbice m his evidence says that 
he proceeded to the dispensary of Dattatraya S 
Parchure on 301-1948 at about 6-00 pm He 
asked Dattatraya S. Parchure as to who would 
have committed the murder of Mahatma Gandhi 
Dattatraya S. Parchure said that the person who 
would have committed the muder must have 
been one like them. He and Dattatraya S 
Parchure then proceeded to the Rajput Boarding 
House. Ram Dayal Singh was cilled and Datta- 
, tray a S Parchure told him that he had completed 
his work, that Ram Dayal Singh was to complete 
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the rest of the work and that their movement must 
end m success. He then accompanied Dattatraya 
S. Parchure to his residence. Some sweets were 
brought 'ind distributed at the residence of Dattat- 
raya S. Parchure. 

Ram Dayal Singh in his evidence says that he 
was present at the time at the Rajput Boarding 
House. Dattatraya S. Parchuce came there, and 
just blurted out, ‘a good deed has been done.’ 
Dattatraya S Parchure further said that the oppo- 
nent of the Hindu religion had been killed, that the 
person who had killed Mahatma Gandhi was their 
own man, that the throwing of the ‘bomb ’ some 
days back was also the work of their man, that 
the pistol bad been sent from Gwalior and that 
the person had come from the south and had 
gone via Gwalior. 

Jagannath Singh in his evidence says that he 
was also present at the time at the Rajput Board- 
ing House Dattatraya S Parchure came there, and 
-said that one of h’s work had been completed. 
Dattatray S. Parchure further said that the assail- 
ant was his own man and had come from the 
south, that that person, had taken a pistol from 
Gwalior and that the person who had thrown the 
‘bomb’ was also a person from Gwalior. 

It IS thus clear that these witnesses or at least 
some of them have certainly tried to exaggerate 
the matter in their own way against Dattatraya S. 
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Parchure. It may, any way, be safely inferred 
from the sum total of their evidence that Dattat- 
raya S Parchure was expecting something sensa- 
tional that day ; on hearing of the news of the 
assassination he became overjubilant, blurted out 
something and distributed sweets at his residencet. 

The case against Dattatraya S. Parchure rest 
not only on the evidence of Ghariba, Jumma, 
Madhukar K Kale, Jagdish Prasad Ooel, Jagan- 
nath Singh, Madhukar B. Khire and Ram Dayal 
Singh but also on the “confession” said to have 
been made by him before Mr R. B. Atal, Magis- 
trate 1 st Class, Gwalior, on 18 2 1948. 

Dattatraya S Parchure is a highly educated 
man, and is an M B. B S The precautions ob- 
served b 7 Mr R B Atal in recording his confession 
were in no way different to the precautions ob- 
served in recording the confession by a Dominion 
Magistrate He recorded the confession after fully 
convincing himself that it was being made volun- 
tarily and not because of any inducement, threat 
or promise and that too only after fully warning 
the accused of the consequences that might ensue 
to him later because of his confession. There is 
thus no reason as to why reliance should not be 
placed on the “confession” of Dattatraya S, 
Parchure ( 8 ) 

Analysis of the evidence of the approver 

Digambat R Badge was first produced before 
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the Court on 27-5-1948 He had no counsel, and 
was asked if he wanted a counsel to be engaged 
on his behalf at the expense of the Crown. He 
stated that he did not want a counsel but wanted 
to make a true statement of the facts His state- 
ment, however, was at that stage not recorded by 
the Court He then had interviews twice with 
Mr. J. D. Nagarvala. Ordinance XIV of 1948 
was passed by the Central Government on 3 4-fc- 
1948 empowering courts constituted under Sec- 
tions 10 and 11 of the Bombay Public Security 
Measures Act as extended to the province of 
Delhi to tender a pardon to an accused. The 
counsel for the prosecution put in an application 
before the Court on 17-6 1948 that Digambar R. 
Badge be tendered a pardon- Digambar R. Badge 
was examined in due course, and was tendered a 
pardon by the Court on 21 6-1948. 

The examination and the cross-examination of 
the approver went on from 20-7-1 1 48 till 30-7-1948 
He was cro ss-examined for nearl y seven days The re 
was thus an ample opportunity to observe his deme- 
anour and the manner of his giving evidence. He 
gave his verson of the facts in a direct and 
straightforward manner. He did not evade cross- 
examination or attempt to evade or fence with • 
any question It would not have been possible 
for anyone to have given evidence so unfalter- 
ingly stretching over such a long period and with 
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such paiticulaiity in legatd to the facts which had 
never taken place It is difficult to conceive of 
anyone memorizing so long and so detailed a story 
if altogether without foundation 

The evidence of the approver may con- 
veniently be divided into three groups— firstly, 
the evidence that stands fully corroborated, 
secondly, the evidence that stands generally corro- 
borated atd thirdly, the evidence that does not 
stand corroborated in regard to the identity of a 
certain accused. 

The approver's evidence that stands fully 
corroborated has already been discussed earlier. 

Now I take up the approver's evidence that 
stands generally corroborated. 

The approver in his evidence says that he dealt 
in arms, ammunition and explosives at the time 
and that Vishnu R Karkare and Madanlal K 
Pahwa along with two mote individuals came to 
inspect the explosives at his house on 9 1-194:8. 
He was called to the Hindu Rashtia Office on 
10 1-1948, when he agreed to supply Nathuram 
V. Godse and Narayan D Apte with two gun- 
cotton slabs and five hand-grenades at the Hindu 
Mahasabha Office at Dadar on 14 1 1948 

It has been argued oa behalf of the defence 
that the individuals who ane said to have accom- 
panied VishhuR Karkare and Madanlal K Pahwa 
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to the house of the approver on 9-1-194:8 could 
at least have been produced in corroboration of 
the approver’s story The evidence produced on 
behalf of the prosecution goes to show that every 
effort was made to trace them but they could not 
be traced. Even if they bad appeared as wit- 
nesses It is doubtful if their evidence would have 
amounted to more than that of accomplices. 

The approver in his evidence says that he was 
asked by Nara^an D Apte in the compound of 
the temple of Dixitji Mahara] also to proceed 
along with them to Delhi as it had been decided 
that Mahatma Gandhi be ‘finished ’ He agreed to 
do so He along with Shankar Kistayya proceed- 
ed to Delhi and stayed in the Hindu Mahasabha 
Bhawan along with Isladanlal K Pahwa and Gopal 
V. Godse from 19-1-194:8 till 20-1-194:8. 

It has been argued on behalf of the defence 
that at least someone should have been produced 
from the Hindu Mahasabha Bhawan in corrobora- 
tion of the approver’s story. The prosecution 
could have produced no such person in evidence 
in view of their allegations as against the Hindu 
Mahasabha. 

The approver in his evidence says that 
Nat ay an D. Apte took him along with Shankar 
Kistayya on 20-1-1948 to the Birla House and 
showed him he prayer-platform, the window with 
trellis- work behind it and the servants-qaarters. 
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The approver m his evidence says that m the 
Manna Hotel on 20 1-19 18 they fixed primers to 
the gun cotton slabs and detonators to the hand- 
grenades, discussed he plan and distributed the 
‘stuff* among them. Of course, no direct corro- 
borative evidence to the effect could possibly have 
been produced on behalf of the prosecution 
However, there is an illuminating piece of indirect 
corroborative evidence to the effect on behilf of 
the prosecution The evidence of Nam Smgh 
as supported by Exs P/17 and P/24 goes to show 
that three extra teas had been ordered and suppli- 
ed that day m room No 40. 

It is a well know principle in the estimation of 
evidence that the earlier events may be construed 
in the light of the subsequent ones The appro- 
ver’s story as given above fits in fully with the 
events that took place subsequently and stands 
corroborated otherwise by independent evidence 
There is thus no reason as to why reliance be not 
placed on the approver’s evidence that stand gene 
rally corroborated 

Now I take up the approver’s evidence that 
does not stand corroborated in regard to the 
identity of a certain accused — Vinayak D. Savarkar 

The approver in his evidence says that on 
14-1-1948 Nathuram V Godse and Narayan D 
Apte took him from the Hindu Mahasabha 
Office at Dadar to ihe Savarkar-Sadan saying that 
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airaagements will have to be made for heepmg 
the ‘staff’. He had the bag coQtammg the ‘stuff’ 
with him Na'huram V Godse and Narayan D. 
Apte then went inside leaving him standing out- 
side the Savarlar-Sadao Nathuram V. Godse and 
Narayan D Apte came back 6 10 minutes later 
with the bag containing the ‘stuff’. 

The approver then says that on 15-1-1948 in 
the compound of the temph of Dixitp Mahara) 
Narayan D. Apte told him that Tatyarao Savarkar 
had decided that Gandhiji should be ‘finished’ and 
bad entrusted that work to them. The approver 
then says that on 17 1-1948 Kathutam V. Godse 
suggested that they should all go and take the 
last ‘darshan’ of Tatyarao Savarkar. They then 
proceeded to the Savarkar-Sadan. Narayan D. 
Apte asked him to wait in the room on the 
ground floor. Nathuram V. Godse and Narayan 
D Apte went up to the first-floor and came down 
after 5 10 minutes. They were followed immedi- 
ately by Tatyarao Savarkar. Tatyarao Savarkar 
addressed Nathuram V. Godse and Narayan D. 
Apte ‘yashasvi houn ya’ (be successful and come). 

Narayan D Apte on their way back from 
Savarkar Sadan said that Tatyarao Savarkar had 
predicted ‘Tatyaravani ase bhavishya kele ahe 
ki Gandhijichi sambhar vershe bharali — atta, 
apale kam nischita honar yat kahi sansaya nahi’ 
(Gandhiji’s hundred years were over — there was 
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oo doubt that their work would be successfully 
finished) 

The prosecution case against Vinayak D. Sa- 
varkar appears to rest just on the evidence of the 
approver and the approver alone. The conten- 
tion on behalf of the prosecution is that part of 
the approver’s story as against Vinayak D. Savar- 
kar to a certain extent stands corroborated by the 
evidence of Miss Shantabai B. Modak and Aitappa 
K Kotian 

No doubt there is the evidence of Miss Shan- 
tabai B Modak that Nathuram V Godse and 
Narayan D. Apte got down in front of the Savar- 
kar-Sadan on 14 1-1948 The evidence to the 
effect, however, in no way goes <o establish that 
Nathuram V Godse and Narayan D Apte had 
got down in front of the Savar^r Sadan to visit 
Vinayak D Savarkar The evidence on the record 
of the case goes to show that not only Vinayak 
D. Savarkar but A S Bhide and Gajanan Damle 
also reside m the Savarkar Sadan No doubt 
there is also the evidence of Aitappa K. Kotian 
that Nathuram V Godse, Narayan D Apte and 
the approver got down at the Shivaji Park on 
17-1-1948. 

The evidence to the effect, however, is no 
corroboration of the approver’s story m regard 
to what the approver says he heard Vinayak D. 
Savarkar addressing Nathuram V Godse and 
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Narayan D Apte. The approvet in his evidence 
says that he had just heard Vinayak D. Savarkar 
addressing Nathuram V. Godse and Narayan D. 
Apte ‘yashasvi houn ya/ 

There is nothing on the record of the case to 
show as to what conversation had taken place 
just prior to that on the first floor between 
Nathuram V. Godse and Narayan D. Apte on the 
one hand and Vinayak D. Savarkar on the other. 
There is thus no reason to suppose that the le- 
marks said to have been addressed by Vinayak D. 
Savarkar to Nathuram V Godse and Narayan D 
Apte m the presence of the approver were in 
reference to the assassination plot against the life 
of Mahatma Gandhi 

It would thus be unsafe to base any conclu- 
sions on the approver’s story given above as 
against Vinayak D Sivarkar. 

( 10 ) 

Conspiracy if made out and against whom 

It has already been stated earlier that the case 
of the prosecution is that the accused entered into 
a conspiracy to commit the murder of Mahatma 
Gandhi The findings arrived at above against 
them go to show that the accused proceeded to 
Delhi on different dates and by different loutes 
so as to be tcere during the period between 
IT-T-lQiS and 19-1-1948 Not more than two 
accused travelled together by the same route. 
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Prior to their departure for Delhi Nathuram 
V Godse and Narayau D Apte had obtained two 
gun-cotton slabs and five hand-grenades from 
Digatnbat R Badge. Narayan D Apte had app- 
roached Dixitji Maharaj for the supply of a revol- 
ver or two but to no purpose Nathuram V. 
Godse had handed over a small pistol to Digambar 
R Badge, and had asked him to get it exchanged 
for a big revolver which was to be brought by 
bim to Delhi It had been also atranged that 
Gopal V. Godse would bring a revolver to Delhi 
Nathuram V Godse and Narayan D Apte along 
with Digambar R Badge had gone from place to 
place at Bombay to collect money on various 
pretexts and had so collected money Nathu- 
ram V. Godse and Narayan D Apte had travelled 
together from Bombay to Delhi by plane under 
the assumed names of ‘D N Kaimarkat’ and *S 
Marathe ’ The accused stayed at three different 
places at Delhi. Nathuram V Godse, Marayan D 
Apte and Vishnu R Karkare had stayed under 
the assumed names of ‘S Desbpande,’ ‘M. 
Deshpande’ and ‘B M Bias’. The accused then 
met together at the Birla House at about the 
same time and )ust a little before the explosion 
incident that occurred there 

After the arrest of Madanlal K. Pahwa all the 
remaining accused left Delhi that very day or the 
next day. Again not more than two accused 
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travelled together by one route ISTathuram V. 
Godse and Narayan D. Apte stayed in hotels at 
Bombay under the assumed names of ‘N. Vinayak- 
rao’ and ‘D Narayan * Nathuram V. Godse, 
Narayan D Apte, Vishnu R Karkare and Gopai 
V. Godse met together at the house ot G. M. 
Joshi at Tbana Nathuram V. Godse and Nara- 
yan D Apte approached Dada Maharaj and Dixit)i 
Mahara] for the supply of a revolver Nathuram 
V Godse and Narayan D Apte again travelled 
from Bombay to Delhi by plane under the assum- 
ed names of ‘D. Narayanrao^ and *N Vinayakrao/ 
They proceeded to Gwalior and got a pistol 
procured through Dattatraya S Parchure. Na- 
thuram V. Godse stayed in a retiring room at 
the Delhi Mam Ry. Station under the assumed 
name of ‘N Vinayakrao’ Narayan D. Apte and 
Vishnu R Karkare were with him Nathuram 
V. Godse then proceeded to Birla House, and 
shot Mahatma Gandhi dead with the pistol that 
had been brought from Gwalior 

The case of Nathuram V. Godse is that there 
was no ‘conspiracy’ between him and the other 
accused to commit the murder of Mahatma Gan- 
dhi and that what he did was his own individual 
action. The case of Narayan D, Apte is that he 
along with Nathuram V. Godse had come to 
Delhi on 17-1-1948 with the intention of staging 
a demonstration against the fast that Mahatma 
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Gandhi had started on 13-1-1948 irith a view to 
coercing the Government of India to give 55 
crores of rupees to the Government of Pakistan 
The case of Vishnu R Katkare is that it was at 
the request of Madanld K Pahwa that he along 
with Madanlal K, Pahwa had come to Delhi on 
17-1 1948 Madanlal K Pahwa had told him that 
his matiiage was being arranged and that it was 
also being contemplated by some refugees to take 
a deputation to Mahatma Gandhi 

The case of Madanlal K Pahwa is that he 
along with Vishnu R Karkare bad come to IDelhi 
on 17-1 1948 with a view to taking a deputation 
before Mahatma Gandhi and also with a view to 
making arrangements for his marriage Diganabar 
R Badge handed over to him a gun-cotton slab 
.ind a hand-grenade as samples in the refugee camp 
at Delhi He exploded the gun cotton slab at 
Birla House with a view to courting arrest and 
telling Mahatma Gandhi thereafter as to vhat 
were the grievances of the refugees The case of 
Shankar Kistayya is that what he did he did in 
obedience to the orders of his master Digambar R. 
Badge He knew nothing about the ‘conspiracy’ 
and had not been told anything about it by any- 
one including Digambar R Badge The case of 
Gopal V Godse is that he was on leave at Uksan 
(Poona) from 17 1-1948 till 25-1-1948. The case 
of Vinayak D. Savarkar is diat he had no hand in 
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the ‘conspiracy/ if any, and had no control what- 
soever over Nathuram V. Godse and Narayan D 
Apte. The case of Dattatraya S. Parchure is that 
Nathuram V Godse and Narayan D Apte bad 
come to him with a view to obtaining volunteers 
for purposes of staging a demonstration at Delhi 
and not with a view to obtaining a pistol for 
committing the murder of Mahatma Gandhi. 

Nathuram V Godse and Narayan D. Apte in 
their statements give the same reason for their 
coming to Delhi on 17-1-1948, and say that their 
intention was to stage a demonstration before 
Mahatma Gandhi. 

There is no explanation forthcoming on behalf 
of the defence as to how during the relevant 
period Nathuram V. Godse happened to effect 
nomination on his life-policy for a sum of 
Rs 2,000/- in favour of the wife of Narayan D. 
Apte and on his other life-policy for a sum of 
Rs. 3,000/- in fivour of the wife of Gopal V. 
Godse. 

It has been mentioned above that Nathuram 
V. Godse and Narayan D. Apte had travelled by 
plane under assumed names and had also stayed 
under assumed names at Delhi. The explanation 
in regard to the assumed names as given on 
behalf of the defence is that the pitch of the 
editorials m the ‘Hindu Rashtra’ bad been rising 
higher and higher before 16'l-194t5. The Bom- 
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bay Government had held out a threat that, if in 
future any articles in the paper tended to commu- 
nal strifes or violence, they would not rest content 
with demanding further security but would pro- 
secute Nathuram V Godse and Narayan D Apte. 
Nathuram V Godse and Narayan D Apte accord- 
ingly wanted to keep their identity concealed till 
they had staged the demonstration as intended 
before Mahatma Gandhi The threat, if at all, 
was against the editorials in the paper and not 
against the staging of a peaceful demonstration. 
The Bombay Government would have m no way 
been interested in their movement from Bombay 
to Delhi and in their stay at Delhi. 

There was thus no reason for them to have 
assumed names in case their intention was just to 
stage n demonstration before Mahatma Gandhi 

There is then no explanation forthcoming on 
behalf of the defence as to how Nathuram V 
Godse ind Narayan D Apte and the other accus- 
ed happened to meet together at the Birl i House 
on 20-1 19i8 at about the same time just a 
little before the explosion incident that occurred 
there. There is also no explanation forthcoming 
on behalf of the defence as to how Nathuram V 
Godse and Narayan D Apte along with some 
other accused happened to leave the Birla House 
in a great hurry just at about the time when the 
explosion incident took place there. 
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Vishnu R Katkare and Madanlal K. Pahwa 
in their statements give the same reason for their 
coming to Delhi on 17-1-194:8, and say that the 
intention was to lead a deputation before Mahat- 
ma Gandhi and that they had com'i independently 
of Nathuram V. Godse and Narayan D. Apte, 

It has been nientioned above that Vishnu R. 
Karkare had stayed under an assumed name at 
Delhi. The explanation in regard to the assumed 
name as given on behalf of the defence is that 
the Ahmednagar Police was after Vishnu R Kar- 
kare and that, as such, he had stayed under an 
assumed name at Delhi. The Ahmednagar Police 
would have been in no way interested in his stay 
at Delhi There was thus no reason for him to 
have assumed a name in case kis intention was 
just to see the deputa ion that Madanlal K. Pahwa 
intended to lead before Mahatma Gandhi. 

Madanlal K. Pahwa in his statement says that 
Digambar R. Badge had handed him over a gun- 
cotton slab and a hand-grenade as samples for 
sale to tbe refugees at Delhi The only question 
that was put to Digambar R Badge in cross-exa- 
mination on behalf of the defence was whether 
he had given one gun-cotton slab and one hand- 
grenade to Madanlal K. Pahwa for selling them 
io the refugees at Delhi. Digambar R. Badge 
denied having done so. No question in cross- 
examination in regard to the details as now given 
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in his statement by Madanlal K. Pahwa were put 
to him It does not at all stand to reason that 
a man of the type of Digambat R Badge would 
have given a gun cotton slab and a band grenade 
altogether free of charge to Madanlal K. Pahwa, 
who according to the defence was not even known 
to him from before Refugees like Madanlal K 
Pahwa would have been present in thousands and 
thousands at the time at Delhi 

There is no explanation forthcoming on behalf 
of the defence as to how Vishnu R Katkare 
and Madanlal K Pahwa and the other accused 
happened to meet together at the Birla House 
on 20-1-1948 at about the same time and )ust a 
little before the explosion incident that occurred 
there 

It has already been mentioned earlier that 
Ex. 16 IS the coat and Ex 67 is the pair of 
trousers of one and the same suit that belonged 
to Narayan D Apte The coat was tccoverd 
from the possession of Madanlal K Pahwa on 
20-1-1918 and the pa’r of trousers was recovered 
from the pissession of Narayan D Apte on 
16-4 1918. The recovery of the coat from the 
possession of Madanlal K Pahwa would not have 
been possible unless Narayan D. Apte and Madan- 
lal K Pahwa had been in association with each 
other on or about 20-1 1918 

i^fadanlal K* Pahwa in his statement says that 
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he exploded the gun-cotton slab at the Bitla 
House with a view to courting arrest and telling 
Mahatma Gandhi thereafter as to what were the 
grievances of the refugees There is nothing 
whatsoever on the record of the case to show 
that any such effort had been made after his arrest 
by Madatilal K Pahwa on 20 1 1948. Not a 
single question in cross-examination in regard 
thereto was put to any of the prosecution wit- 
nesses on behalf of Madanlal K. Pahwa There 
is thus no reason to suppose that Madanlal K. 
Pahwa had exploded the gun cotton slab with a 
view to courting arrest and telling Mahatma Gan- 
dhi thereafter as to what were the grievances of 
the refugees 

Shankar Kistayya in his statement says that 
he knew nothing about the ‘conspiracy ' and had 
not been told about it by anyone including Di- 
gambar R Badge There is no reason to suppose 
that Digambar R. Badge and the other accused 
would have taken Shankar Kistayya along with 
them to the Birla House on 20-1-1948 unless he 
had been told the purpose for which they were 
proceeding there. There is thus no reason to 
suppose that Shankar Kistayya knew nothing 
about the conspiracy and had not been told any- 
thing about It by anyone including Digambar R 
Badge 

Gopal V Godse in his statement says that he 
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was on leave at Uksan (Poona) from 17-1-1948' 
till 25 1 1948 There is no explanation frrth- 
comiog on behalf of the defence as to how Gopal 

V Godse happened to take practically half of his 
casual leave at the very beginning of the year 
One does not usually consume piactically half of 
one’s casual leave at the very beginning of the year 
unless It be for some very pressing necessity 
The reason for taking the leave of absence as 
given in the application IS ‘some important farm 
affairs ’ It has not been shown on behalf of the 
defence as to what those ‘some important farm 
affairs’ were Of course, if the intention of Gopal 

V Godse was to proceed to Delhi, he could not 
have mentioned that reason in his application for 
leave of absence 

It has been mentioned earlier that on a search 
being made of Nathuram V Godse on 30 1 1948 
a diary was recovered from his person. The re- 
covery of the diary and the entries as contained 
therein are not in dispute on behalf of the defence, 
and also stand admitted in his statement by Nathu 
ram V Godse 

Digambar R Badge in his evidence says that 
on 15 1-1948 after he had agreed to proceed to 
Delhi he said that he would not proceed to Delhi 
immediately as he would have to go back to 
Poona to make arrangements regarding his house- 
hold affairs Nathuram V Godse thcrccn said 
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that he also waated to go to Poona to me^t his 
brother Gopal V. Godse, who had andertaken 
to make arrangements for procuring a revolver. 

Ex. P/323 shows that Nathuram V. Godse 
had paid a sum of Rs. 250 to Gopal V. Godse on 
14 1-1948 at Poona. Nathuram V. Godse in his 
statement admits having paid the sum to his 
brother He, however, says that he had paid 
the sum to his brother as he had asked for it. 
If it was so, then the sum would have been paid 
out of the personal account of Nathuram V. 
Godse and not out of the joint account of Nathu- 
lam V. Godse and Narayan D Apte Ex. P/323 
goes to show that Nathuram V Godse and 
Narayan D. Apte had at their joint disposal a 
sum of Rs. 2,000 on 14-1 19-^8. A sum of 
Rs 342 in all was spent out of the joint fund 
on 14-1 1948 leaving a balance of Rs 1,658. 
This sum thereafter was divided into two lots 
of Rs 829 each There is thus no reason to 
suppose that the sum of Rs 250 had been paid 
by Nathuram V Godse to C^opal V Godse towards 
his personal needs and not towards the common 
purpose of Nathuram V. Godse and Narayan 
D Apte. 

There is also no explanation forthcoming on 
behalf of the defence as to how Gopal V. Godse 
along with some other accused happened to leave 
Birla House in a great hurry just at about the 
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time when the explosion incidert too place 
there 

Vinayak D. Savarkar in his statement says 
that he had no hand in the “ conspiracy,” if any, 
and had no control whatsoever over Nathuram 
V Godse and Narayan D Apte It has been 
mentioned above that the prosecution case against 
Vinayak D Savarkar rests just on the evidence 
of the approver and the approver alone It has 
further been mentioned earlier that it would be 
unsafe to base any conclusions on the evidence 
®f the approver as against Vinayak D Sarvarkar 
There is thus no reason to suppose that Vinayak 
D. Savarkar had any hand in what took place 
at Delhi on 20-1-1948 and 30-1-1948 

Dattatraya S Parchure in his statement says 
that Nathuram V Godse and Narayan D Apte 
had come to him with a view to obtaining volun- 
teers for purposes of staging a demonstration at 
Delhi and not with a view to obtaining a pistol 
for committing the murder of Mahatm i Gandhi 
Tne evidence produced on beha'f or the prose 
cution in the matter has already been fully 
discussed earlier, and need not be reiterated 

It nas been argued on behalf of the defence 
that one hand-grenade would hive been sufficient 
to cause the death of Mahatma Gandhi and that 
there was no reason as to why five hand-grenades 
should have been taken for the purpose to Birla 
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House on 20“1-194:8. My general impression 
from the evidence on the record of the case is 
that Nat huram V Godse and Nariyan D. Apte 
never really intended that all the five hand-gre- 
nades should be throvn at Mahatma Gandhi 
Their real intention appears to have been io make 
Mandanlal K. Pahwa explode the gun-cotton 
slab and to make Digambar R. Badge enter the 
room of Chhoturam and throw the hand-grenade 
through the opening in the treilis-work of the 
window at Mahatma Gandhi. Madanlal K 
Pahwa was a Punjabi and 1 iigambar R Badge 
was a non-Brahmin in whom neither Nathuram 
V Godse nor Narayan D Apte could possibly 
have been very much interested. Their real 
intention then appears to have been to run away 
in the confusion after the explosion of the gun- 
eotton slab and after the throwing of the hand- 
grenade The explosion of the gun-cotton slab 
was intended to be a signal to throw the hand- 
grenade 

Digambar R Badge on being asked to enter 
•the room got frightened as he thought that, if 
he went into the room and something happened, he 
would get trapped innde the room He refused to 
enter the room. Had the teal intention been 
otherwise, then Nathuram V Godse, Narayan D 
Apte, Vishnu R. Karkare or Gopal V. Godse 
^ouid have entered the roDm and done the deed. 
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Godse visited Nathuram V. Godse and Natayan 
D Apte at Bombay. Nathuram V. Godse, 
Natayan D. Apte, Vishnu R. Karkare and Gopal 
V. Godse met together at the house of G M 
Joshi at Thana. Nathuram V. Godse and Nara- 
yan D. Apte approached Dada Mahara) and 
Dixitji Maharaj for a revolver Nathuram V. Godse 
and Narayan D Apte traielled together under 
assumed names by plane from Bon bay to Delhi. 
They proceeded to Gwalior and got a pistol pro- 
cured through Dattatraya S Parchure. Nathuram 
V. Godse stayed under an assumed name in a 
retiring-room at the Delhi Main Ry Station 
Narayan D Apte and Vishnu R Karkare were 
with him Nathuram V. Godse then proceeded 
to Birla House and shot Mahatma Gandhi dead 
with the pistol that had been brought from 
Gwalior 

These facts lead to one conclusion and one 
conclusion only that the same ‘conspiracy’ con- 
tinued even after the failure of their efforts on 
20-1-1948 and that in pursuance of that very 
conspiracy the murder of Mahatma Gandhi was 
committed by Nathuram V. Godse. 

There is no clear evidence forthcoming on 
behalf of the prosecution as to when the ‘cons- 
piracy’ was first entered into and by whom and 
where However, it may safely be inferred from 
the movements of the accused and their conduct 
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conspiracy was in existence at least on 

9- 1-1948 when NatayanD Apte sent Vishnu R. 
Katkare and Madanlal K Pahwa along with two 
more mdmduals to examine the ‘stuf’ at the 
house of Di^ambar R Badge Nara.an D Ante 
Vishnu R Karkare and Madanlal K Pahwa lius’t 
have been in the 'conspiracy’ at the time Nathu- 

comes in the picture first on 

10- 1-1948 when he along with Narayan D. Ante 
asded Digambar R Badge to be supplied with 
two gun-cotton slabs and five hand-grenades 
Nathuram V. Godse must have been in the 'con<; 
piracy’ at that time Digambar R Badge mined' 
the ‘conspiracy’ on 15-1-1948 when he agreed 
W accompany Nathuram V Godse and Na?avan 
p Apte to Delhi Gopal V Godse mulfhave 
been in the ‘conspiracy’ on 14-1-1948 when he 
put in an application for seven days’ casual leave 

Badge the purpose of their visit to Birla Hou«;e 
Dattatraya S Patchure joined the ‘conspiracy’ 
on 27-1-1948 when he agreed to get a^l 

D°Apte “d NaSyan 

(II) 

Charge estabushed and sentence passed 
The findings arrived at above are that Nathn 
cam V Godse intentionally and knowingly cautd 
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the death of Mahatma Gandhi on 30-1-1948. 
The act of Nathuram V. Godse in committing the 
murder of Mahatma Gandhi was a deliberate and 
a calculated one No extenuating circumstances 
have been pointed nor could have been pointed 
out on his behalf The only sentenced, in the 
circumstances, that could be passed on him under 
Section 302 of the Indian Penal Code is the 
sentence of death. 

The act of Narayan D. Apte in abetting the 
ofience of the murder of Mahatma Gandhi is m 
no way less heinous He throughout took the 
lead at each stage of the crime and at the most 
crucial moment either )ust ran away from the 
scene ci just absented bimself from the scene of 
the crime. Had it not been tor his brain work 
the murder of Maha'ma Gandhi probably would 
never have been committed. The only sentence 
in the circumstances, that could be passed on him 
under Section 109 of the Indian Penal Code read 
with Section 3t2 of the Code is the sentence of 
death. 

So far as Vishnu R Karkare, Gopal V. Godse 
and Dattatraya S. Parchure are concerned, it 
would, in my opinicn, meet the ends of justice if 
they are sentenced each to undergo transportation 
for life under Section 109 of the Indian Penal 
Code read with Section 303 of the Code. This 
IS the minimum sentence awardable under 
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Section 109 of the Indian Penal Code read with 
Section 302 of the Code 

Now the question is what sentences should 
be awarded to Madanlal K Pahwa and Shankar 
Kistayya under Section 1 20-B of the Indian Penal 
Code read with Section 302 of the Code and 
under Section 115 of the Indian Penal Code read 
with Section 302 of the Code. It would, m my 
opinion, meet the ends of justice if they are 
sentenced each to undergo transportation for life 
under Section 120 B of the Indian Penal Code 
read with Section 302 of the Code. This is the 
minimum sentence awardable under Section 120-B 
of the Indian Penal Code read with Section 302 
of the Code There is nothing on the record of 
the case to show as to why a lenient view at all 
be taken m regard to the offence punishable 
under Section 115 of the Indian Penal Code read 
with Section 302 of the Code. Madanlal K 
Pahwa and Shankar Kistayya, in the circumstan- 
ces, should be sentenced each to undergo seven 
years’ rigorous imprisonment under Section 1 1 5 
of the Indian Penal Code read with Section 302 
of the Code 

Shankar Kistayya is the servant of Digambar 
R. Badge Whatever he did he did more or less 
in obedience to the orders of his master Digambar 
R. Badge Unless it was for Digambar R. Badge 
he would never have been approached by the. 
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other accused to join the conspirac7. Shankar 
Kistayya, in the circumstances, certainly deserves 
some leniency. I would accordingly recommend 
that his sentence for transportation for life under 
Section 120-B of the Indian Penal Code read with 
Section 302 of the Code may be commuted to 
seven years’ rigorous imprisonment under 
Sections 401 and 402 of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure. 

It would, in my opinion, meet the ends of 
justice if Nathuram V. Godse and Narayan D. 
Apte are sentenced each to undergo two years’ 
rigorous imprisonment under Section 19(c) of the 
Indian Arms Act or in the alternative under 
Section 114 of the Indian Penal Code read with 
Section 19(c) of the Indian Arms Act, if Nathu- 
ram V. Godse IS sentenced to undergo two years’ 
rigorous imprisonment under Section 19 f) of the 
Indian Arms Act and if Narayan D. Apte and 
Vishnu R. Karkare are sentenced each to undergo 
two years’ rigorous imprisonment under Sec- 
tion 114 of the Indian Penal Code read with 
Section 19(f) of the Indian Arms Act. 

It would, in my opinion, meet the ends of 
justice if Nathuram V. Godse, Narayan D. Apte, 
Vishnu R. Karkare, Madanlal K. Pahwa, Shankar 
Kistayya and Gopal V. Godse are sentenced each 
to undergo three years’ rigorous imprisonment 
under Section 5 of the Explosive Substances Act 
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or m the alternative under Section 5 of the 
Explosive Substances Act read with Section 6 of 
the Act five years’ rigorous imprisonment under 
Section 4 b) of the Explosive Substances Act read 
with Section 6 of the Act, if Nathuram V. 
Godse, Narayan D Apte, Vishnu R Karhare, 
fchanket Kistayya, Gopal V. Godse ate 
sentenced each to undergo seven years’ 
rigorous imprisonment under Section 3 of the 
Explosive Substances Act read with Section 0 of 
the Act and if Madanlal K, Pahwa is sentenced to 
undergo ten years, rigorous imprisonment under 
Section 3 of the Explosive Substances Act 

Finally the Special Judge remarked, “I may 
bring to the notice of the Central Government the 
slackness of the police m the investigation of the 
case during the period between 20-1-1948 and 
30 1 1948 The Delhi Police had obtained a 
detailed statement from Madanlal K. Pahwa soon 
after his arrest on 20-1-1948. The Bombay 
Pohce had also been reported the statement of 
Dr J C. Jam that he had made to the Hon’ble 
Mr. Morarji Desai on 21 {-1918, the Delhi Police 
and the Bombay Pohce had contacted each other 
soon after these two statements had been made. 
Yet the police miserably failed to derive any 
advantage from these two statements. Had the 
slightest keenness been shown in the investigation 
of the case at the stage the tragedy probably could 
have been averted ” 
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THE JUDGMENT IN APPEAL 

A full bench of the East Punjab High Court, 
■consisting of Mr. Justice Bhandari, Mr Justice 
Achhruram and Mr. Justice Khosla, in their judg- 
ment on June 21, 1948 in the appeal preferred by 
Nathuram Godse and six others in the Gandhi 
Murder Case unanimously allowed the appeals of 
Dr. Sadashiv Parchure of Gwalior and Shankar 
Kistayya, servant of the approver, Digambar 
Ramchandra Badge, and acquitted them of all the 
charges. 

The appeals of the remaining convicts, Nathu- 
ram Vinayak Godse, Narayan Dattatraya Apte, 
Vishnu Ramchandra Karkare, Madanlal Kashmiri- 
lal Pahwa and Gopal Godse were rejected. 

Their lordships, however, unan.mously recom- 
mended that in the case of Gopal Godse, brother 
of Nathuram Vinayak Godse, the power of 
clemency which vested in the Crown should be 
exercised in his favour 

Mr. Justice Bhandan and Mr. Justice Khosla 
dii agreed with the recommendation of Mr. Justice 
Achhruram to commend the case of Madanlal to 
the Government for consideration and the desir- 
ability of comm iting the sentence of transporation 
for life passed on him. 

Mr. Justice Bhandan, the Presiding Judge, 
with whom the other Judges concurred in the 
conclusions of his judgment, observed . “ I am 
of the opinion ihat the prosecution have faild to 
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bring the chatges home to Dr. Parachute beyond 
reasonable doubt. I would accept the appeal 
preferred by him, set aside the order of the learned 
Special Judge and direct that he be set at liberty ” 
Discussing the case of Shankar, the Judge 
said “The case of Shankar is also open to doubt 
and suspicion, and I am clearly of the opinion 
that he was not a member of the conspiracy 
which was formed to take the life of Mahatma 
Gandhi In addition to his conviction upon a 
conspiracy to murder, he was convicted for a 
contravention of the provisions of the Indian 
Arms Act and the Indian Explosives Act ” 

“His employer. Badge, was dealing extensively 
in arms and explosives and it is probable that 
this prisoner has committed offences in connection 
with the two said acts, Unfortunately for the 
ends of ju'-ticeno independent evidence has been 
produced in corrroboration of the testimony of 
Badge that Shankar was, in fact, guilty of t^e said 
offences I am accordingly of the opinion that 
although there is a very strong suspicion that he 
offended against the provisions of ^e apptopria e 
enactments, no action can be taken against him 
I would accordingly accept the appeal preferred 
by Shankar and acquit him of all the charges of 
which he has been convicted ” 

Dealing with the other cases the Judge said 
“The cases against the remaining prisoners admit 
of no doubt whatever. Nathuram and Apte were 
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so highly dissatisfied with the policy x^hich was 
beiog pursued by Mahatma Gandhi that they 
started a newspaper for counteracting the said 
policy. They staged peaceful demonstrations 
with the object of dissuading Mahatma Gandhi 
from pursuing a course of action which, according 
to them, was suicidal to the interests of this 
country When thpy found that neither written 
nor verbal protests could influence Mahatma 
Gandhi to alter his life long policy, they decided 
to remove this apostle of non violence by violent 
methods. The murder was premeditated, cold- 
blooded and cruel, and the only punishment that 
could be awarded to these two prisoners for the 
commission of so heinous a crime is that of 
death.” 

“ Karkate and Madanlal have also been found 
guilty under Section 120-B/302 of the Indian 
Penal Code and of certain otlaer sections of cer- 
tain other provisions of law and have been sen- 
tenced to transportation for life.” 

“Karkare was imbued with the same ideas as 
Nathuram and Apte, but the interest evinced by 
him in connection with this conspiracy was con- 
siderably less than that of his more experienced 
and more determined associates. They found a 
useful tool in the person of Madanlal and gave 
him an important part in the incident which was 
to take place at Birla House on January 20. He 
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lighted a gun cotton slab with the object of creat- 
ing an explosion and if the other conspirators 
had played the patts assigned to them, Mahatma 
Gandhi's life would have been terminated on 
January 20 ” 

“He has taken an active, though a secondary, 
part in carrying out the nefarious designs of 
Nathuram, Apte and Karkare but the fact that he 
actually set light to the gun cotton slab shows 
that the enormity of the crime committed by him 
IS no less than that of the crime committed by 
Karkaie He is a misguided young man of about 
20 years of age, but he appears to have little or 
no regard for the sanctity of human life, and 
I can see no reason for commending bis case to 
the Crown for the exercise of the power of 
clemency " 

Referring to Gopal Godse, the Judge said . 
“I must confess, however, that the case of Gopal 
has caused me a certain amount of anxiety He 
IS a young man of about 27 years of age He 
was occupying a humb’e but respectable position 
m a Government factory and could have had no 
polidcal views of his own He probably enter- 
tained a warm regard for his brother Nathuram 
and his brother’s friends Apte, and I am inclined 
to think that he joined the conspiracy under the 
combined and powerful influence of these two 
men The feelings of brotherly love and affection 
must have been supplemented by feelings of 
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gratitude when Nathuram assigned his insurance 
policf of a sum of Rs. 3,000 to his (Gopars) 
wife.” 

‘‘Gopal took little or no interest in procuring 
arms for the conspirators or in assisting them 
either on January 20 or 30. A raw and inex- 
perienced youth as he is, he appears to have fallen 
a prey to the natural temptation of supporting 
his brother without realising the full implications 
cf the positions taken up by him. It is true that 
he reached Delhi with a revolver which did not 
function properly and that he attended the con- 
ference at the Manna Hotel at which a hand- 
grenade was given to him, but he did not take 
either the revolver or the grenade with him to 
the scene of the outrage.” 

“He gave his revolver to Shankar and he left 
the grenade in the office of the Hindu Mahasabha. 
The facts and circumstances of the case make it 
quite clear that he did not enter into the con- 
spiracy with zest or enthusiasm He went to 
Birla House, but he appears to have been some- 
what of a dazed spectator who had gone there 
because he considered it his duty to stand by his 
brother He did not play any part at Birla House. 
I am strongly of the opinion that the power of 
clemency which vests in the Crown should be 
exercised in his favour.” 

As regards the confession of Dr. Sadashiv 
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Parachute, Mr. Justice Bhaudati said that he was 
of the opinion that the confession was “induced 
by improper means and is not admissible in evi- 
dence against Dr. Patachure ” It had not been 
corroborated in material particulars and ought 
not to be acted upon The statements of Kale 
and other witnesses from Gwalior were “perfectly 
valueless.” 

After going carefully through the arguments 
which had been advanced by the prosecution 
counsel he was in considerable doubt about the 
genuineness of the confession If the facts men- 
tioned by Dr Parachute in his statement before 
the trial Court were true, it seemed to him that 
they were sufficient to have created the impression 
on his mind that he and the members of his family 
were likely to be harassed 

Again if bis statement was true, the police 
officers subjected him to the pressure of a pro- 
cedure which was wholly unauthorised by the law 
of che land. “The length of the time for which 
Dr. Parachute was detained, the place in which 
he was kept and the manner m which he was 
interrogated,” Mr Justice Bhandari said, “lead 
me to doubt the genuineness of the confession ” 

“Ordinarily,” Mr Justice Bhandan added, “a 
statement made bv a person against his own 
interest was admissible against him, but judicial 
experience made it quite Cicar that under certain 
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circamstances a person was likely to say that 
which was not true if he thought it to his advan- 
tage to do so ’* 

Mr laamdar. Justice Bhandari stated, appeared 
to have given ?n adequate explanation or t e 
delay which was occasioned in retracting 
confession Even if a confession was letr^ea, 
it was open to the court to come to the 
that the confession was true 1,1.1. 

corroborated in material particulars by c 
independent evidence “After going ^ 

through the arguments which have been addressed 
to us by the learned Counsel in the P^^sen^ ^ 

I am in considerable doubt as to the ge 
of the confession.” 

“When the confession made by Dr. 
has been found to tiave been induced by h 
or coercion and when the statement of 
been found to be false and fabricat , 
necessar7 to make a detailed e^atnioa 
statements of Khire, Ramdayal Singh and Jag 
nath Singh 

Referring to the defence plea that there was 
no conspiracy to murder Mahaf^Gandhi, ^ 
Justice Bhandari observed The M i.aves 
dence that has been produced in 
no doubt in my mind that all the p .,1 
the exception of Dr Parachute and Shankar had 
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entered into an agreement to take the life of 
Mahatma Gandhi.” 

The judge said “The evidence which has 
been produced in this case makes it quite clear 
that Nathuram, Apte, Karkare, Madanlal and 
Badge had a motive to eliminate Mahatma Gandhi, 
that Apte and Karkare made desperate efforts 
to obtain revolvers from Dadaji Maharaj, that 
Nathuram and Apte made similar efforts to obtain 
revolvers from Badge, Dixitji Maharaj and Gopal, 
that on January 13 Nathuram assigned big 
policies in the names of the wife of Apte and the 
wife of Gopal, that on or about January 10 
Mandanlal took Karkare to the house of Dr 
Jain and introduced Karkare as a ‘seth’ from 
Ahmadnagar and that on or about January 12 
Madanlal toM Dr Jain that he and others of 
his party had decided to assassinate Mahatma 
Gandhi ” 

“Badge testified to a number of statements 
which make it quite clear that the prisoners want- 
ed to take the life of Mahatma Gandhi On 
January 14 Apte met Badge on the road near the 
Hindu Mahasabha office and said that it was good 
that he had come and that arrangements would 
have 1o be made for keeping the “stuff” On 
January 15 Apte asked Badge if he was prepared 
to go with them to Delhi say mg that Tatyarao 
Savarkar had decided that Mahatma Gandhi 
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Pandit Nebiu and Mr. Suhrawardy should be 
finished and that he had entrusted the work to 
Nathuram and Apte.” 

Discussing remarks of the Special Judge, Mr. 
Atma Charan that “if the police had been more 
vigilant in the discharge of their duties the 
tragedy which overtook Mahatma Gandhi on 
January 30 may well have been averted,’* Mr 
Justice Bhandari said, “Even on merits it seems 
to me that the remarks are not justified.** On 
r ceipt of information from Dr Jam, Mr. Morarji 
Desai, Home Minister of Bombay, “acted with 
commendable promptitude.” 

“The evidence on record satisfies me,** he 
added, “that no appoituniiy was afforded to the 
police to explain the circumstances which prevented 
them from apprehending Nathuram before Jan- 
uary 30 and thereby saving the life of Mahatma 
Gandhi, that Madanlal failed to supply the names 
of the conspirators to the police, that even if 
taose names were supplied it was extremely diffi- 
cult, if not possible, for the police to arrest Nathu- 
ram Godse who was going about from place to 
place under assumed names and who was deter- 
mined to assassinate Mahatma Gandhi even at the 
risk of losing his own life.** 

Nathuram Godse and Apte had been known 
to each other for the last several years. 
They had been moving about together, both 
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before and after January 30 under assumed 
names. Similarly, the friendship between Kar- 
kare and Madanlal is an admitted fact Both 
of them were carrying on trade in Ahmednagar. 
On or about January 1 2 both of them were in 
Bombay paying a visit to Dr. Jam Both of them 
eft Bombay for Delhi on January 15 travelling 
m the same compartment They reached Delhi 
on January 17 and occupied the same room in 
the same hotel They were together at the 
Manna Hotel on January 20 and liter at the 
prayer grounds on the same day 

The relationship of master and servant bet- 
ween Badge and Shankar cannot be denied. 
Shankar entered the service of Badge m 1946 
and has been following him about from place to 
place Nor can there be any doubt in rtgard to 
the relationship between Nathuram and Gopal. 
Gopal is a younger brother of Nathuram. 

Certain sums of money were paid by Nathuram 
and Apte to Badge which shows that they wanted 
him to )om the conspiracy and accompanv them 
to Delhi On January 14 Nathuram paid Rs .,0 to 
Badge out of a joint fund belonging to himself and 
Apte and made an appropriate entry m his diary 
On January 15 Apte paid Rs 353 to Badge for 
defraying the expenses which were likely to be 
incurred by him in taking the journey from Bom- 
bay to Delhi 
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The allegation that Apte, Karkare, Madaolal 
and Badge were acting in concert is supported by 
the fact that on January 17 Nathuram, Apte, 
Badge and Shankar travelled by car from place to 
place "With the object of collecting funds for the 
enterprise They did not tell the contributors the 
purpose for which funds were required, but they 
could scarcely be expected to do so. 

Another important circumstance which estab- 
lishes the fact of the agreement to commit the 
murder of Mahatma Gandhi is that all the pri- 
soners with the exception of Dr Parachute left 
Bombay for Delhi between January 17 and Jan- 
uary 19 The prosecution alleged that taey did 
so as they wanted to put themselves in possession 
of the opportunity of assassinating Mahatma 
Gandhi. They travelleo in different batches. 
Karkare and Madanlal left Bombay by train on the 
night of January 15 and reached Delhi at about 
midday on January 17 , they stayed in the Sharif 
Hotel Nathuram and Apte left Bombay by air 
on the afternoon of January 17 and reached Delhi 
on the evening of the same day. They occupied 
a room m the Marina Hotel Badge and Shankar 
left Bombay by train on the afternoon of 
January 18 and reached Delhi on the following 
day. They went to the Hindu Mahasabha o/ffee 
and spent the night of January 19 in that office. 

It is not known as to when Gopal left Kirkee for 
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Delhi Of whether he went there by rail, road or 
air It will be seen later that he was in Delhi on 
January 1 9 and 20. 

It IS significant that about all the prisoners in 
this case with the exception of Dr Parachute were 
anxious to conceal their identity. Karkare and 
Madanlal reached Delhi at about 12-30 p m on 
January 17 and proceeded straight to the Sharif 
Hotel 

It IS said that when Nathuram and Apte tra- 
velled together from Delhi to Bombay on the 
afternoon of January 17, they travelled under the 
assumed names of S. Deshpande and N. Deshpande 

The presence of all the prisoners with the ex- 
ception of Dr. Parachute in the Marina Hotel has 
also been established It has also been proved 
that the prisoners left Manna Hotel foe the Birla 
House in three separate batches, Karkare and 
Madanlal going in one batch, Apte, Badge and 
Gopal in another batch and Nathuram all by 
himself All six of them namely, Karkare, Ma- 
danlal, Apte, Badge, Gopal and Nathuram were 
present at the Manna Hotel on the afternoon of 
January 20. Karakare, actually endeavoured to 
obtain admission for Badge into the room with 
the trellis window. Madanlal ignited the gun- 
cotton slab and was arrested at the spot with a 
live hand-grenade in his possession. 

The mass of evidence that has been produced 
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IQ this case leaves no doubt that all the prisoners 
with the exception of Dr. Parachure and Shankar 
had entered into an agreement to take the life of 
Mahatma Gandhi. 

Br. Jain’s Evidence 

Several criticisms have been directed towards 
the evidence of Dr Jam, It is contented m 
the first place that as he was aware on or about 
January 12 that a serious offence was likely to be 
committed and as he omitted to transmit this 
information to the authorities without loss of time 
he must be regarded as an accomplice whose 
statement cannot be accepted without corrobo- 
ration. 

I regret 1 am unable to concur in this view. 
An accomplice is pnrna facie a person who is con- 
cerned in the commission of a crime and the 
burden of proving a person to be an accomplice 
is on the person who alleges him to be one, 
namely, the prisoner. That burden has not been 
discharged in the present case. Dr. Jam did not 
agree to the commission of the crime and he did 
not facilitate the commission of one. On the 
other hand, it seems to me that he strained every 
nerve to prevent it. As soon as he heard that 
Madanlal and the members of his party were 
entertaining designs on the life of Mahatma 
Gandhi he told Madanlal not to behave like a 
child. He told him that he was a refugee from 
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the Paniab, and he had gone through a terrible 
amount of suffering and that as a result of that 
suffering he was incapable of viewing things in a 
true prospective He had a long talk with 
Madanlal and tried to dissuade him from what 
he said he was going to do. He warned him of 
the folly of pursuing a plan which was fraught 
with such dangerous consequences He endea- 
voured to prevail upon him to halt upon the 
threshold of crime. Madanlal thanked Ur Jam 
for his advice and gave him to understand that 
if he did not listen to his advice he would be 
doomed When Dr. Jam saw in the papers that a 
bomb had exploded in Birla House and that 
Madanlal has been arrested in connection with 
the explosion, the seriousness of the situation 
dawned upon him He lost no time in commu- 
nicating with the authorities and placing his 
services unreservedly at the disposal for bringing 
the offenders to book. That was not the conduct 
of a person who had concurred in the commission 
of the crime. I am clearly of the opinion that 
Dr. Jain is not an accomplice and his statement 
does not need to be corroborated. 

The second criticism was that the evidence of 
Dr Jam cannot be accepted at its face value 
because he made a considerable delay m reporting 
the matter to the police or other appropriate 
authorities. The so-called extra-judicial confes- 
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sion was made to him on or about January 12^ 
but he did not inform either the police or any 
higher authority till January 21,/,?, a day after 
the bomb had exploded at Delhi It is true that a 
certain amount of delay was occasioned, but the 
facts and circumstances of the case make it quite 
clear that he had reasonable grounds for not 
rushing to make a report against Madanlal. In 
the first place JJr. Jam did not attach any impor- 
tance to the statement made by Madanlal, (a) 
because Madanlal was given to a certain amount 
of bragging and (b) because a great deal of loose 
talk was going on in those days. Secondly, 
Angad Singh told Dr. Jam not to attach any 
importance to the statement Thirdly, Madanlal 
himself told him on the following day that he had 
thought over the advice given to him, that he was 
under an obligation to Dr Jain, that he regarded 
him as his father and that he has no intention of 
pursuing the plan. Fourthly, Madanlal ^ saw 
Dr. Jam immediately before leaving for Delhi and 
did not mention anything about the designs on 
the life of Mahatma Gandhi. Fifthly, Dr. Jam 
had reason to believe that Madanlal was an honest 
and straight forward person and that when he had 
given the assurances that he had abandoned the 
plan he would be as good as his word and would 
not let down a person who had been of such 
great help t'o him in his hour of need. He and 
ins friend Sood had taken a number of books 
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from Dr. Jain for purposes of sale. These books 
were sold by them but Sood failed to pay the 
money. Madanlal was distressed over the con- 
duct of his friend and expressed his profound 
apology to Dr Jam in the letter which he address- 
ed to him from Ahmednagar Immediately on 
his arrival m Bombay he went to see Dr Jam and 
^gam apologised to him He took Katkare along 
with him m the hope that the presence of Kar- 
kare would reassure Dr. Jam that his money was 
safe A person who was so honest and straight- 
forward m his dealings with Dr Jam and who 
was so deeply indebted to. him could not be 
expected to let down hts friend and benefactor 
Dr. Jam was naturally reluctant to report Madan- 
lal to the police. Indeed, Dr. Jam appeared to 
have believed that there was nothing in the plan 
which had been unfolded to him. 

The third criticism was that the story narrated 
IS intrinsically improbable The prosecution 
allege that Madanlal went to Poona on January 
to examine arms ammunition and it is accor- 
dingly argued that if it is true that he went there 
on the 9th and if it is true that he disclosed the 
■entire plan to Dr. Jam on the 12th or 13th be 
could not have omitted to inform Dr. Jain of his 
visit to Poona. Madanlal made no such statement 
to Dr. Jam and it is accordingly contented that the 
story narrated by Dr. Jam cannot be accepted as 
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gospel truth. Dr. Jain was not cross-examined in 
regard to MadanlaFs visit to Poona, but even if 
he had been cross-examined and if he said that 
Madanlal did not refer to the visit to Poona. I 
should have attached no importance to the omis- 
sion. Madanlal had just started the story about the 
conspiracy when Dr. Jain interrupted him and 
asked him not to behave like a child. He did not 
allow Madanlal to finish the story. It is possible 
that if Madanlal had not been interrupted he would 
have given further details of the plan which he 
was about to execute. Again, it is argued that 
Madanlal could not I\ave stated to Dr. Jain on 
January 12 or 13 ; that he had been entrusted with 
the task of igniting the gun-cotten slab when the 
part that each particular conspirator was to play 
was not assigned to him till the afternoon of 
January 20. 

This argument does carry force, but is it 
beyond the realms of probability that certain 
tentative decisions (which were to be finalised 
after the inspection of the spot] were taken early 
m January ? The prosecution allege that as early 
as January 10, Nathuram and Aptc had already 
placed an order with Badge for the supply 
of two gun-cotten slabs and five hand grenades. 
This O’-dcr could be placed if and only if Nathu- 
r.am and Aptc had evolved some sort of plan It is 
by no means improbable that the conspirator had 
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vaguely planned that a gun-cotten slab should be 
exploded and that the explosion should be caused 
by Madanlal. Even if no specific part was 
assigned to Madanlal till January 20, he may well 
have thought m view of his exploit at Ahmed- 
nagar and particularly in view of the manner in 
which he had handled the Muslims of that town 
the important task of throwing the bomb would 
be entrusted to him 

The fourth objection that has been taken on 
behalf of the defence appears to carry much 
greater force. It is said that Dr Jain has testified 
to at least two incidents before the trial Court 
which were not mentioned either to Mr. Angad 
Singh on January 13 or H or to Mr Morarji 
Desai on January 21 or to the Presidency Magis- 
trate on January 26 He stated before the trial 
Court that when Madanlal saw him on or about 
January 1 2, he said that he had been entrusted 
with the work of throwing a bomb at the prayer- 
meeting of Gandhi) 1 to create a confusion and 
that in the confusion so caused Gandhiji was to 
be overpowered by the members of his party 
This is the statement attributed to Madanlal m 
the Court of the Special Judge. The statement 
attributed to Madanlal before Mr. Angad Singh, 
Mr Morarji Desai and the Presidency Magistrate 
was the bare statement that the party to which 
Madanlal belonged bad plotted to do away with 
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a great leader and that that leader was Mahatma 
Gandhi. No mention was made of the fact that 
a bomb was to be thrown to create a confusion or 
that In the confusion so created Mahatma Gandhi 
was to be overpowered or that the task of 
throwing the bomb had been entrusted to Madan- 
lal. Indeed no mention was made of the precise 
method in which the object which the conspira- 
tors had in view was to be achieved. 

The second statement which is attributed to 
Madanlal is that he told Dr. Jain that his com- 
panions were staying at the Hindu Mahasabha 
office at Dader. No such statement was made 
either to Mr. Angad Singh or to Mr. Desai or to 
the Presidency Magistrate. Unfortunately neither 
Mr. Angad Singh nor Mr. Desai kept a record of 
the statement of Dr, Jain and may well have for- 
gotten the details when they gave evidence in 
Court after the lapse of seven months ; but even so 
it seems highly improbable that if the statements 
which are attributed to Madanlal had been made 
by him these two witnesses could have forgotten 
them. The omission of the statements from the 
depositions of Dr. Jam under Section 164 Cr. P C. 
can be readily understood Mr. Daphtary explains 
that such statements ate not recorded by magistrates 
in the city of Bombay and that the magistrate 
who was called upon to record the statement of 
Dr. Jain was not conversant with the procedure 
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■which IS prevalent in the Punjab. He accordingly 
contented himself by preparing a memorandum 
of the statement made by Dr. Jain and scrupulously 
avoided the inseitioa of details. This explanation 
is fully supported by the statement Ext DII which 
Dr. Jain is said to have made. The statement 
IS brief, sketchy and disjointed and contains 
nothing but most important facts. It does not 
give even the more important details such as that 
Madanlal had been collecting arms and ammu- 
nition which had been dumped in a jungle or that 
he had committed an assault on Rao Sahib Pat- 
wardhan or that Vit Savarkar had sent for him or 
that Dr. Jam had narrated the story to Angad Singh 

Dr. Jam was in a very peculiar position owing 
partly to the courage and integrity of his own 
character He had given every possible help 
and encouragement to Madanlal who had lost 
everything m Pakistan and Madanlal on the other 
hand entertained a very warm regard which almost 
verged on adoration for Dr. Jain Impetuous, 
sentimental and boastful as he was, Madanlal 
happened to blurt out in a moment of weakness 
the secret which his companions were so anxious 
to preserve. This was done obviously in a spirit 
of bravado and possibly m the hope that his 
statement would be received with approbation by 
his patron and friend. The response was com- 
pletely contrary of his expectations Approbation 
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was replaced by reprobation and appreciation 
by condemnation. Madanlal hastened to retrace 
his step but the mischief has been done. The 
arrow had been shot and could not be recalled 
What did Madanlal do in the circumstances ^ He 
assured Dr. Jain that in view of the regard that 
he entertained for him he had decided to listen 
to his advice and to abandon the plan. Dr. Jam 
did not know whether to believe him or not. He 
was on the horns of dilemma and the prey of con- 
flicting emotions. Could Madanlal have meant 
what he had said ^ If so, the matter must be 
reported. Jain tried to speak to Jaiprakash 
Narayan but could not take courage to say any- 
thing more than that there might be a big cons- 
piracy in Delhi. But Madanlal may not have 
meant what he said, or may have abandoned the 
plan, would it then be desirable to report the 
matter to the police, make a mountain of a mole- 
hill and expose the person whom he had always 
tried to help and befriend to the risk of an un- 
necessary prosecution ? 

In this state of mind Dr. Jain allowed things 
to drift, not knowing what to do When the boinb 
exploded in Delhi on 20, he realised the serious- 
ness of the mistake committed by him. He 
realised that the information given by Madanlal 
was something more than the irresponsible prattle 
of a refugee. He rose to the occasion. He 
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shouldered the burden of the inevitable conse- 
quences and did his duty to the society. After 
the death of Mahatma Gandhi he came openly 
into the field and told Mr Desai that he was 
prepared to help the police regardless of the 
consequences to himself He had no desire to 
conceal his name. He has no axe of his own 
to grind He is not under the influence of the 
police He had no reason to think that merely 
because he had been helping Madanlal he was in 
danger of being implicated in the crime. He has 
been a very staunch Congressman for he was 
detained in custody during the movement of 
1942 I have read his statement over and over 
again and every time I read it the conviction 
grows in my mind that he is telling nothing but 
the truth. His statement is simple and clear, the 
incidents he relate ate probable and consistent, 
the story he gives fits in the story narrated by 
Badge like a jigsaw puzzle. 


235 



CONCLUSION 

After about a year the Mahatma Gandhi Murder 
Trial has come to a close. The court has pro- 
claimed punishment for the accused, acquitmg 
some of them. 

During this period I have had lot of experiences 
some of which have been mentioned in the fore- 
going pages. But I have not yet been able to 
overcome the deep sense of sorrow and disap- 
pointment which I had felt after the assassination 
of Mahatma Gandhi Even to this day, as I am 
writing these lines, I am overwhelmed by the 
thought as to why the Bombay Government and 
the Central Government could not save Gandhi )i’s 
life, although they were informed about the plot 
ten days in advance ? Had the Government tried 
their best to prevent this calamity ^ There is no 
satisfactory reply to this question. 

It is said that nothing could be done when 
Gandai)! bimself was against searches and when 
he did not want any guard for his safety. But 
this IS not convincing. Inspite of his being against 
searches, could the Government have been negli- 
gent in their duty ^ Moreover, was everything that 
was preached by Gandhiji, practised by the Gov- 
ernment and the Congress leaders ^ If Mahatma 
Gandhi was against police guard, C. I. D. police 
could have been very well posted as is being done 
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today for the safety of other leaders Besides, 
some police and C. I. D, officers were present even 
at the prayer meeting of Mahatmaji when he was 
assassinated After the bomb explosion on Jan- 
uary 20, 1948, and after getting a detailed state- 
ment from Madanlal, and speacially after receiving 
the information from the author on January 21, 
the number of guards could have been increased. 
Why was it not done? Why was this negligence 
shown in protecting the life of the Father of the 
Nation ^ 

After the assassination of Mahatma Gandhi, 
when the author again contacted the ministers of 
the Government of Bombay, and drew their atten- 
tion to their negligence, they tried to shut bis 
mouth by threatening him Is this called democ- 
racy ^ Is this civil liberty ^ Are these the princi- 
ples of truth and non-violence ? Are these the 
fruits of freedom ^ The people of India have 
every right to know why carelessness was shown 
in protecting the life of the Father of the Nation 
They have every right to demand punishment for 
the guilty. 

The second question which arises is even after 
such a big sacnfice what precautions have been 
taken by the Government to see that such occur- 
ances are not repeated^ Are the Government 
domg their best to fight these vested, reactionary 
forces which are responsible for this heinous 
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crime ? Ate they doing their best to destroy the 
virus of communalism in India ^ On the con- 
trary, we see that the communal organisations such 
as the Hindu Mahasabha and the Rashtriya Svay- 
amsevak Sangh are still active, anH a e dreaming of 
establishing a Hindu Raj in this country. They are 
allowed to carry on their activities for setting up a 
reactionary and fascist regime in the name of 
Hindu Raj. Similarly some left-wing congressmen 
and some other interested parties are busy making 
efforts to resolve the ‘ deadlock ’ between the 
R S. S. and the Government of India.^ It is being 
openly said that these congressmen are trying for 
a compromise so that communal, anti-national 
elements might assist them at the time of the forth- 
coming elections (See the Times of India, Bombay, 
::0-l-1949). 

It may be noted that a memorandum has 
been submitted by four R S. S. organisers to 
the Prime Minister, Pandit Nehru, on September 
8, 19 i8. The memorandum reads: “Ours is 
the only way to meet the challenge of com- 
munism and It is the only ideology which can 
harmonise and integrate the interests of different 
groups and classes and thus successfully avoid any 
class war.” Similarly Mr. Golwalkar, the Chief of 
the R. S S wrote to Sardar Patel, the Deputy 
Minister of India, as follows • — 

• J he Government b^a on the R S S baa now been lifted 
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“ If we both utilise the power of your Govern- 
ment and the cultural strength of our organisation, 
we will be able to get rid of this (communist) 
menance very soon/' 

*■ t ^ 

In the Court I have had various experiences. 
The defence counsels tried to create a feeling of 
awe in me by putting all kinds of questions 
‘Look here,’ ‘Listen/ ‘ Give a correct answer,’ 

‘ I want your answer in yes or no,’ and remarks 
such as these were constantly hurled on me An 
attempt was made to prove that my evidence was 
false and was given under the pressure of police. 

From the evidence-of Dada Mahara) and his 
brother Dikshitji Maharaj, the religious heads of 
the Vaishnava sect, it was apparent that they were 
closely connected with the accused, but inspite of 
that both were provided with chairs m the court > 

In Delhi 1 got an opportunity to study the 
police officers closely They were all eager to 
prove their efficiency, but for that very reason 
their interest in the case was of a mechanical cha- 
racter. One could not help feeling that this atm 
of our administration was just a cog in the wheel 
of a soulless contraption 

A police officer once remaiked, “ What pains 
we have taken to unearth the conspiracy ' we have 
passed sleepless nights, yet there are very few people 
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like you who would like to give us their volun- 
tary co-operation.” I replied, “ No doubt that 
the police had worked hard, but do you know why 
people are not co-operating with you ? You 
always remain far from them and by using the 
same old methods of threats and coercion, you 
expect the co-operation of the public^ Take my 
own case. I intended to assist the Government 
by giving them information about the conspiracy. 
But what did I get m return ^ Rebukes, scoldings 
and threats * Under such circumstances, do you 
think anybody would approach you ? ” 

I was given accomodation in the Constitution 
House at Delhi. Here I got an opportunity to 
meet some of the members of the Constituent 
i^ssembly and some other high officials of the 
Government. But they seemed uninterested in the 
case. I got the impression that these big folks 
were not so much interested in the good of the 
country as in the private politics of their personal 
advancement. Their conversations were all in the 
direction of self-interest. Very few seemed serious 
about the important problems facmg the country. 

Rs. 1,500 per day were paid to the Chief Pro- 
secution Counsel, Mr. Daphtary, excluding his 
travelling, food, lodging, and servant expenses. 
When Mr. Daphtary came to Bombay, Rs. 75 per 
hour were paid to him. Two other members of 
the Prosecution received salaries of Rs. 600 daily, 
each with similar other amenities. 
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la ofdec to conduct the 1. N A ttKl well- 
known leaders from all over India were invited. 
I was wondering why similar interest was not 
shown by our leaders m this case. Really speak- 
ing, the trial of the assassins of Mahatma Gandhi 
should have been the case of the Indian people 
against commuoalism and the anti-national forces 
which encouraged it Why was it merely given a 
legal form in the shape of “the case against the 
murder of Mohandas Karamchand Gandhi, better 
known as Mahatma Gandhi ?” 

The moral we can draw from the sacrifice of 
Bapu 13 that our country should follow the path of 
secular democrac 7 , and every one should be given 
his due rights. Communalism is sponsored by the 
capitalistic and feudalists interests to continue and 
intensify then exploitation under the pretexts of 
religion and sect. From the events following 
August 1947 * It has become clear that communa- 
hsm IS the confirmed enemy of India. Commu- 
nahsm is the robe in which fascist forces arc 
strutting on the Indian scene. Under such cir- 
cumstances, to think of establishing any relationship 
with the propagandists of the so-calicd Hindu Raj, 
or to give them any encouragement will be a great 
folly. By doing so wc shall be running a great 
risk, and thereby handing over our country to 
the enemies. 

U- 



LAST WISH OF BAPU 


He was free to confess that he would lose all 
interest m life if the Muslims who had produced 
men like late Hakim Saheb could not live with 
perfect safety m the Union. It was suggested to 
him that the Muslims were all fifth columnists in 
the Union. He declined to believe in .that 
sweeping condemnation. 13-9-1947. 

If it was true that the minorities, i.e. the 
Hindus and Sikhs were badly treated in Pakistan, 
It was equally true that the East Punjab had also 
treated its minority, the Muslims, likewise. Guilt 
cannot be weighed in golden scales. 17-9-1947. 

\ 

Before I ever knew anything of politics in my 
early youth, I dreamt the dream of communal 
unity of the heart. I shall jump in the evening 
of my life, like a child, to feel that the dream has 
been realised in this life. 14-1-1948. 

I would nevet be at peace with myself till 
Pakistan was just as safe for the Hindus and 
Sikhs, and the Pakistan sufferers could return to 
their homes with honour and digaitf, and the 
hluslims to theirs in the Union. 18-1-1948 


•Mahatma Gandhi 




